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NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION
THOMAS J. ANDERSON
"YARLENE J. FLUHARTY
TPHEN V. MONSMA

. STEWART MYERS
DAVID D. OLSON
RAYMOND POUPORE
HARRY H. WHITELEY

STATE OF MICHIGAN

JAMES J. BLANCHARD, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

STEVENS T. MASON BUILDING
BOX 30028
LANSING, MI 48909

RONALD 0. SKOOG, Director

R1026
5/85

Ms. Edith M. Ardiente, P.E., Chief
Technical Services Section

U.S. EPA — Region V
230 South Dearborn,
Chicago, Illinois

5HS~-13
60604

Dear Ms. Ardiente:

Novembe§/r
A ¢

Re:

1985,

o

5 Yoy 2,
0
{7 &i}km’ . !%#f

’4 /?f'lr' f/;iy&s -[

Stanley Tools
MID099124299

As requested, T have performed a technical evaluation of the closure plan
As stated in my letter of October 1,

for the above referenced facility.
1985,

the closure plan was not received until September 27,

1985. Due to

the stage of review and the company's willingness to start closure opera-
tions, my review comments were given to Rick Traub over the telephone.

I am submitting my comments,
questions.

in writing, now to clarify any work credit

The Michigan Department of Natural Resources recommends approval of the

closure plan.
contact me.

Tf you have any questions concerning this matter, please

Sincerely,

(//m@ Y é" f%&

James D. Roberts
Envirconmental Engineer
Technical Services Section

Hazardous Waste Division
517-373-2730

cc: Mr. Ken Burda/C & E File
Mr. R. Traub, U.S. EPA - Region V
Ms. M. Murphy, U.S. EPA - Region V
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ZPHEN V. MONSMA
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DAVID D. OLSON
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STEVENS T. MASON BUILDING
BOX 30028
LANSING, MI 48909

RONALD O. SKOOG, Director

Richard Traub, Geologist
U.S. EPA Region 5, 5HS-13
230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604
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Dear Mr. Traub:
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JAMES J. BLANCHARD, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES T
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SOLID WASTE 'ﬁRi’l:ijH
S%Li‘% EPA, REGION \

October 1, 1985

Stanley Tools Division
MID 099 124 299

In a letter from Edith Ardiente it is was requested that the MDNR perform
a technical review of the closure plan for the above referenced facility.

The review was to be completed by September 9, 1985.

The closure plan

was received in this office on September 27, 1985, making the review by

September 9, 1985 impossible.
extended to October 11, 1985.

We are requesting that the review date be

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact me.

ce: K. Burda/CHE File
M. Murphy, U.S. EPA Region 5

R1026
5185 Qﬁ$%%3

Sincerely,

James D. Roberts
Environmental Engineer
Technical Services Section
Hazardous Waste Division
(517) 373-2730
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. OWNER/OPERATOR AND PE CERTIFICATION RECEIVED

. SITE INSPECTION









5HS~13

PéigyidiEﬁ!ﬁ§9

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Delia M. Christensen

Chief Chemist.- Environmental Science
Stanley Laboratory

1309 Corbin Avenue

Mew Britain, Connecticut 06053

RE: Closure Plan
Stanley Tools - Fowlerville
MID 089 124 299

Dear Ms. Christensen:

We have reviewed the closure plan dated March 27, 1985 and the revisions to
the plan dated September 20, 1985. These plans are hereby approved subject
to the conditions described in the enclosure to this letter, Please be aware
that closure does not terminate interim status. A corrective action order
may be issued to your facility, if the United States Environmental Protection
Agency determines that a release of hazardous waste or hazardous waste con-
stituents is taking or has taken place.

When closure is completed, please submit the certification required by
4G CFR 265.115.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Richard Traub of my staff, at
(312) 8Be-6138.

Sincerely,

Basil . Constantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

cc: Alan J. Howard, MDHR w/enclosure
John Bohunsky, MDNR w/enclosure

bcc: HWDMS Update File f Z’w/fs
5HS~13:WMD : SWB:TPS:MI :R.Traub:G.Words: FINAL TYP uC 9/&ﬂ(8
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1.

2.

STANLEY TOCLS - FOWLERVILLE
MID US9 124 294

CLOSURE PLAN APPROVAL
CONDITIONS

-

As of May 8, 1985 the placement of bulk or non-containerized liquid hazard-
ous waste in a landfill is prohibitead, even if absorbents have been added.
The waste must be stabilized or treated and solidified by other means, prior
to its off-site disposal in a landfill.

Submit the following within 10 days“hf determination:
- grid sampling pattern
- grid sample point concentrations
- results of statistical cemparison

between grid point values and
pbackground.
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- = REGION 5

M 5 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.

%, g CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604

O
74, prot®
REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF;

5HS-13

AUS 2_0 1985

Mr. Alan J. Howard, Chief
Technical Services Section
Hazardous Waste Division
Michigan Department of Natural Resources
P.0. Box 30028
Lansing, Michigan 48909
RE: Closure Plan

Stanley Jesls
MmiD 099 (o

Dear Mr. Howard:
Unde r sepanate Pevised
Erelosed-dstare

coven %Q!g have g&g(ugd copy(s) of a¥closure plan for the

referenced facility. Please perform a technical evaluation of the plan, and

provide us your comments byﬁgp‘teMb@(\qi 435 .

' —
If you have any questions on the closure plan, please contact Elo\/\ lﬂ&\)b

of my staff, at (312) Z)‘B(Q- ol 38 .

Sincerely,

b Yo, nint

Edith M. Ardiente, P.E.
Chief, Technical Programs Section

Enclosure(s)

cc: Mary Higgins
HWDOMS Update File
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July 17, 1985

Mr. Richard Traub
Technical Programs Section
U.S. EPA = Region V

5HS-13

230 S. Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

RE: Stanley Tools Division
Fowlerville, MI

Dear Mr. Traub:

Although a notice of deficiency for the Stanley Tools closure plan has
been sent to Edith Ardiente under separate cover, I would like to take
this opportunity to re-—emphasize some issues.

At a meeting held July 9, 1985, attended by Delia Christensen and A.M.
Stock, of Stanley Tools, and Dave Slayton and me, of the MDNR, Stanley
Tools raised questions regarding to the use of the EP Toxic extraction
procedure and "how clean is clean." My recommendation to you, since the
final closure plan is approved through your office, is as follows:

1. The facility should use the test for total metals rather than the EP
Toxic test.

25 The facility should use the Student T-test with a 957 confidence
level in comparing background levels.

F The facility should take at least two background samples from the
area recommended by the MDNR in our July 9 meeting. This is in the
northeast cormer of the surface impoundment area.

R1026
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Mr. Traub
July 17, 1985
Page 2

The company has emphasized that they want to be able to close the surface
impoundments before the end of this construction season. This means
getting the closure plan approved soonm, since the construction season in
Michigan runs approximately through the first of November.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact me.

Sincerely,

J’James D. Roberts
Environmental Engineer
Technical Services Section
Bazardous Waste Division
517-373-2730

cc: Lansing District Office, HWD
Dave Slayton, HWD
Ken Burda, HWD
C&E File
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
g

e

NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION . e
THOMAS J. ANDERSON JAMES J. BLANCHARD, Governor
E R CAROLLO
el b DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
0. STEWART MYERS STEVENS T. MASON BUILDING
RAYMOND POUPORE BOX 30028
HARRY H. WHITELEY LANSING, MI 48909

RONALD O. SKOOG, Director s 2 T2 1 8
May 28, 1985 ‘ '

Ms. Edith M. Ardiente, P.E.
Chief, Technical Programs Section
U.S. EPA - Region V

5HS-13

230 South Dearborn St.

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: Stanley Tools Division
MID 099 124 299

Dear Ms. Ardiente:

As requested in your letter dated May 1, 1985 I have performed a techni-
cal evaluation of the closure plan for the above referenced facility,
Attached is a notice of deficiency for Stamnley Tools Division.

If you have any questions concerning this matter please contact me.

Sincerely,

James D. Roberts
Envirommental Engineer
Technical Services Section
Hazardous Waste Division
517-373-2730

ce: R. Traub, U.S. EPA - Region V
M. Higgins, U.S. EPA = Region V
L. Vahovick, HWD - Lansing

K. Burda, HWD

C&E File

R1026
1/84



Notice of Deficiency
Stanley Tools Division
MID 099 129 299
Fowlerville, MI

According to 40 CFR 265.112(a)(3) and 265.114 the closure plan must
provide a description of steps for the decontamination of the
facility. The decontamination procedures for the surface impound-
ments should include steps for the removal of any contaminated
subsoils and the cleanup of any contaminated groundwater which
remains after the sludge is deposed as a hazardous waste. To ensure
the facility is clean the plan must include a procedure such as the
State of Michigan, Department of Natural Resources, Hazardous Waste
Division's draft copy of "How Clean is Clean.” This document
details a method for setting up a grid system in conjunction with a

systematic random sampling method. A copy has been included with
this letter.

As described in 40 CFR 265.111 and 265.228 the facility must remove
all contaminated soils and residues or include the post closure
requirements. The facility must also take into consideration the
implications of the new RCRA amendment pertaining to prior releases.
There is evidence of contaminated groundwater and surface water at
the facility which is considered waste residue subject to cleanup.



P ' UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

MAY 0 1 1985

REGION S
230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:

5HS-13

Mr, Alan J. Howard, Chief

Technical Services Section

Hazardous Waste Division

Michigan Department of Natural Resources

P.0. Box 30028

Lansing, Michigan 48909

Dear Mr. Howard:

RE: Closure Plan ..
Stauleu \eals Omtsion
Mo oaq 1y A44

I

Dnden separate cover :
Eﬂ@l@sﬁd"ggiatéi 194OO-MGUéiOCFEBJﬂiCQFOpy(S) of a closure plan for the

referenced facfiity. Please perform a technical evaluation of the plan, and

provide us your comments by Jane [0 1395 .
Pl

If you have any questions on the c¢losure plan, please contact E\C'f\ \ﬂ]o[{\

of my staff, at

Sincerely,

(312)_28b—=(h1 33 )

L b, utrinZl

Edith M. Ardiente, P.E.

Chief, Technical

Enclosure(s)

cc: Mary Higains

Programs Section

AWDMS Update File
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T H E S T A NL EY WORKS

Since 1843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

March 29, 1985 (203) 225-5111

Mr. Richard Traub

USEPA Region V

230 South Dearborn St.
Chicago, Illincis 60604

Att: 5 HW-13

Dear Mr. Traub:

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville 1is submitting the enclosed
closure plan in lieu of completing the Part B permit, We will
be closing the lagoons as storage impoundments under interim
status regulations,

As you know, we are committed to completing closure in
1985, This timetable mandates initiation of closure by October
lst at the latest and with EPA/DNR's permission, an earlier
schedule would be desirable to avoid the problems associated
with the onset of cold weather.

A copy of the attached material has also been submitted
to the Michigan Department of Natural Resources.

Thank you for your prompt attention in this matter.

Sincerely yours,

[i;‘ ol ;)}{‘ C Nl gtn_/

N P

Delia M. Christensen

Chief Chemist - Environmental Science
Stanley Laboratory

1309 Corbin Avenue

New Britain, CT 06053

CC: Mr. Alan Howard,
MDNR

jzz NAID ™ 1O



T H E S TA NLEY WORKIKS

Since 1843
NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

(203) 225-5111

January 17, 1985 [ i : L 3‘?

;‘VLJ/,Z'

Mr. Richard Traub

Technical, Permits and Compliance Section
United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

230 South Dearborn St.

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Traub:

This letter will confirm our discussion held at the USEPA
Region V Office 1/8/85 and your subsequent telephone call of 1/9/85
regarding the status of Stanley Tools-Fowlerville Part B Applica-
tion.

The Stanley Works is in receipt of a notice of deficiency
dated 12/5/84 with a 1/25/85 response deadline. As we discussed,
The Stanley Works is presently considering closure of the surface
impoundments as an alternative to the continuation of the Part B
Permit Process. By virtue of this letter, I am requesting an
extension for the submittal of information pertaining to the notice
of deficiency. I will be in contact with you by February 15, 1985
to advise you of ocur position.

In our discussions of closure, you indicated that the regulated
units could be closed as storage impoundments under 40 CFR 265
Standards. We would need to submit a closure plan to Region V in
accordance with 40 CFR 265.112 one hundred eighty days prior to the
closure start date. It is my understanding that the EPA in conjunc-
tion with the Michigan DNR, would review and comment on the closure
plan. The c¢losure plan would then go to public notice and subsequent
approval by both the EPA and DNR would be issued within ninety days
of submittal. Until such time as closure was initiated, the
Fowlerville facility would continue under its present groundwater
monitoring assessment plan and would be responsible for all other
items within the interim status regulations.



Mr. Richard Traub - Page 2

In evaluating a clean standard for soil contamination within
40 CFR 265.228, you indicated an acceptance of the EP Toxicity
Test for those metals incorporated in the F006 listing. In addition,
nickel and cyanide would also be evaluated utilizing the extraction
procedure with clean standards as discussed in a recent memorandum.
To facilitate our review of this option, I would apprec1ate a
copy of that memorandum at your earliest convenience.

Should we proceed with a storage impoundment closure under
265 Standards, it 1is my understanding that certification must
be supplied to Region V that closure is complete. The Fowlerville
facility will then operate under the wastewater treatment exclusion
permit by rule and will be regulated by Region V as a generator
of hazardous waste. Interim status would be terminated and should
this facility wish in the future to be considered as a TSDF,
a full permit application would be required.

Although we discussed closure of the impoundment as a disposal
unit wunder 265 Standards during our meeting, you indicated in
our telephone conversation of 1/9/85 that this type of closure
would, in fact, be convered under a post-closure permit. In that
case, the Stanley Tools-Fowlerville facility would be required
to substantially complete the Part B Permit Process including
the outstanding notice of deficiency prior to +the issuance of
a post-closure permit. However, you. indicated that actual closure
could begin utilizing the 265 Closure and Post-Closure Plan that
was patterned after the 264 Standards with the permit to follow
at a later date.

In the event that the above information does not accurately
reflect EPA's position regardlng closure, please contact me at
the Stanley Laboratory since we are anxious to resolve this issue
as expeditiously as possible.

Sincerely yours,

\
\

f 7 / Y

f ¥ / )

\ :’r A AA /A . - A

Delia M. Christensen

Chief Chemist - Environmental Sc1ence
Stanley Laboratory

1309 Corbin Avenue

New Britain, CT 06053

(203) 225-5111 - Ext. 5211

Jjzz



Faebruary 29, 1984

Mr. Albert M. Stock

Plant Engineer

Stanley Tocls - Div. of Stanley Works
425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, Michigan 48836 MIb ‘qu ,14 2 qq

Dear Mr. Stock:

As part of our FYB84 Hazardous Waste Management Cooperative Agreement

with the U.S. EPA, we are obligated to review the adequacy of the closure
and post-closure plans for all major hazardous waste treatment, storage

and disposal facilities (TSDFs) in the state. All TSDFs which are licensed
under 1979 PA 64, as amended, and those which are subject to the RCRA

Part 264/265, Subpart F groundwater monitoring requirements, are defined

as a major facility. EPA and the Department have zlso identified addi-
tional "major" facilities on the basis of the type and quantity of waste
treated, generated or disposed of.

Your facility is considered a "major" facility. Therefore, please submit
two up-to-~date copies of your closure and post-closure plans for your
hazardoug waste storage and surface impoundment by March 21, 1984,

The plans should be sent to the following address:

Hazardous Waste Diviaion

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
P.0. Box 30038

Lansing, Michigan 48909

If you have questions regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Alan
Howard, Chief of our Technical Services Sectiom, at (517} 373-2730.

Sincerely,

PP

Delbee®’ Rector, Chief
Hazardous Waste Division
(517) 373-2730

pQuackenbush/vls
cc: U.5. EPA
District/Bob Basch
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DIVISION OF THE STANLEY WORKS
425 FRANK STREET, P. 0. BOX 829, FOWLERVILLE, MICHIGAN 48836

(517) 223-91564

April 12, 1983

Mr. Michael Mutnan

Region V

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, I11. 60604

Re: Addendum change to the Contingency Plan.
Dear Sir;

In my letter of March 31, 1983 a proposal was offered for your perusal
relative to closure cost, closure schedule and soil sampling.

You registered concern as to the area we had proposed to take samples
for background or upgradient soil samples. In review we agree the pro-
posed area could leave some question as to the soil quality which would
be used for background information.

Therefore, we are submitting a revised drawing dated April 12, 1983
which will depict the new location of the background sample site. The
language in Section VIII Soil Sampling will be changed to reflect this
new location.

I trust this new location meets with your approval.

Sincerely,

Loy ok

A. M. Stock
Mgr. Plant Eng./Envir. Control

HONWVYE
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VI. Closure Cost

The closure cost estimate was prepared on November 1, 1981,

The closure cost for 1981 was estimated at $183,000.

The updated estimated closure cost for November 1982 is $193,980.
As required these estimates will be reviewed annually.

VII. Closuré Schedule

(a) The estimated date for lagoon closure is September 1,
1985. '

(b) Notification of closure which requires submission of

the closure plan will take place on or before March 1,
1985.

(¢) A1l waste material will be removed on.or before Decem-
‘ber 1, 1985.° ' '

(d) Equipment will be decontaminated and lagoons will be

back filled with non-contaminated soil on or before
March 1, 1986.

(e) The area which has been backfilled will be graded and
seeded for ground cover when weather conditions permit.

VIII. Soil Sampling

To insure adeguate material has been removed from the lagoon
area so as to render the sub soil non-contaminated soil samples
will be taken and analyzed.

.Soil samples will be taken to establish background informa-
tion of so0il quality. Seil samples will aliso be taken from
the mid-point of each lagoon. The depth at which the soil
samples are taken will be determined from a common bench mark
to insure samples are taken from the same Tevel.

Attached is a sketch which depicts the areas described.
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STANLEY
T H E

S T A NL EY W ORKS
Since 1843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

(203) 225-5111

April 14, 1986 =)
F""é {:j:'j:}l
n= B i
T < &
. : - .
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency ;2%% I
Waste Management Division P T g—
230 South Dearborn Street e a o
Chicago, Illinois 60604 = S 8 =
Zzz @
o Cn W
e
RE: 1ID MID099124299 {e=
4
Dear Sir:

Mzr.

John Oster of PRC Engineering, Chicago, Illinois wvisited
the Stanley Tools - Fowlerville facility regarding loss of interim
status notification.

The surface impoundments at Stanley Tools Fowlerville went into
closure on October 7, 1985 under the enclosed closure plan approval.

information requirements.

Mr. Richard Traub of your staff indicated that since we were
already in closure we did not have to respond to the November

This facility was in compliance with groundwater and financial
responsibility requirements but was not pursuing the permit because
the regulated units were already in closure.

Tf there are additional gquestions please contact me at the
Stanley Laboratory.

Sincerely yours, .
as Delia M. Christensen
Stanley Laboratory

1309 Corbin Avenue
New Britain,

Connecticut 06053
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5. Page 12, Paragraph 2, indicates that soil borings will be drilled in
the excavation bottom using a bucket auger and split-spoon sampler. The
plan should indicate how the split spoon sampler will be driven, i.e.
drill rig, etc.

6. Page 13, Paragraph 1, indicates that liquids and solids excavated
will be categorized by pH. The plan should specify the procedure to be
used in making these determinations.

The following reiate specifically to Appendix B, Health and Safety Plan
Amendment :

1. Table 4 fails to address protective equipment requirements for
activities other than soil sampling, i.e. pumping of contaminants,
excavation, etc. In addition, clarification is needed regarding
respiratory protection. Specifically, clarify the types and
combinations of respirator cartridges to be utilized, i.e. a dust/mist
filter is generally associated with a combination cartridge.

2. Table b and Table 6 identify monitoring frequency to be required for
so1l sampling. An additional column should be added to Table 5 which
describes such frequencies in greater specificity than what currently is
provided.

3. Table 5 indicates that detector tubes will be used for cyanides,
however there is no indication as to whether or when cyanide tubes will
be used. In addition, Table 6 indicates that detector tubes will be
used based upon HNu readings. HNu readings may not be utilized for such
determinations. Therefore, these tables should be revised to specify
appropriate monitoring for cyanides.

4. Table 5 which discusses explosive atmosphere sampling should specify
that low areas be monitored within or adjacent to the work area and that
the action levels should be based upon readings in such areas.

5. Table 5 indicates that a CGI is to be used to monitor for explosive
atmospheres and that readings obtained from a CGI in an oxygen deficient
or enriched atmosphere are invalid. If an oxygen level other than
normal is credible, then monitoring for oxygen should be specified.
Corresponding action Tevels should also be provided.

A revised plan incorporating these comments should be sent to Glenn Sternard,
RCRA Enforcement Branch (5HR-12), U.S. EPA, Chicago, I11inois 60604-1505,



within 28 days of receipt of this letter.

3

If you should have any questions

regarding this matter, please contact Glenn Sternard of my staff. His

telephone number is (312) 886-4582.

Sincerely yours,

Kevin M. Pierard, Acting Chief

RCRA Enforcement Branch

Enclosures

cc: William J. Guerrera, The Stanley Works

bee:

David Slayton, MDNR

Felipe Gomez, 5CS-TUB-3

WEM:gjs:discl\stantool\drum.
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DIVISION OF THE STANLEY WORKS
425 FRANK STREET, P. O, BOX 829, FOWLERVILLE, MICHIGAN 48836

(517) 223-9154

sy EmeEITYWME -
0 [ El} !- | (=
March 31, 1983
Mr, Michael Mutnan )
Region V WASTE MANAGEMENT
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency BRANCH

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, T11l. 60604

Dear Sir:

Enclosed is an addendum which will be inserted into the facility
closure plan.

This procedure is offered for your perusal and hopefully your
concurrance.

Should there be any questions please contact me.
Sincerely,

A. M. Stock
Mgr. of Plant Eng./Envir. Control

MMS/alk

Enc.

@ _ WORK SAFELY WITH HAND TOOLS — WEAR SAFETY GOGGLES —



VI

VITTI.

Closure Cost

The closure cost estimate was prepared on November 1, 1981.

The closure cost for 1981 was estimated at $183,000.

The updated estimated closure cost for November 1982 is $193,980.
As required these estimates will be reviewed annually.

Closure Schedule

(a) The estimated date for lagoon closure is September 1,
1985.

{b) Notification of closure which requires submission of
the closure plan will take place on or before March 1,
1985. :

{c) All waste material will be removed on or before Decern—
ber 1, 1985. '

(d) Equipment will be decontaminated and lagoons will be
back filled with non—-contaminated soil on or before
March 1, 1986.

(e) The area which has been backfilled will be graded and
seeded for ground cover when weather conditions permit.

Soil Sampling

To insure adequate material has been removed from the lagoon
area so as to render the sub s0il non—contaminated soil samples
will be taken and analyzed.

Soil samples will be taken within a 10 foot radius of ocur pre-
sent up gradient well currently used for ground water monitor-
ing. Scil samples will also be taken from the mid-point of
each lagoon. The depth at which the soil samples are taken .
will be determined from a common bench mark to insure samples
are taken from the same level. '

Attached is a sketch which depicts the areas described.
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T H E S T A NL EY WORKEKS

Since 1843

RITAJN CQNNECTICUT 06050

E@[E[]WEJ.225 5111
September 20, 1985 QFD 7 3 1% Ea
SWB - ATS Hﬁﬁ%ﬁggixn

ELM.E?X,&LGt‘N v Bl W
Ms. Edith M. Ardiente - ) é?ll[@bé%’}gg%g%ﬁﬂﬂpﬁ

Chief, Technical Programs Section
Unlted States Environmental Protection Agency

¥
ggglggug Dearborn Street E% E @ E u ﬁaﬁ@ E U W E i

Chicago, IL 60604 :

Re: Closure Plan SEPZ 1%5 &W

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville i

SOLID WASTE BRA P10 WASTE BRANCH
MID 099 124299 U.S EP’A RE.G ' EPA R:G‘ON Y

I
,r

Dear Ms. Ardiente:

Attached please find response to your request for additional
information on the above referenced closure plan. These items are
submitted as an addendum to the original plan.

As discussed with Mr. Richard Traub of your staff, the delay in
submission was caused by a delay in receipt of the background soil
analytical data. '

If you have any qﬁéstions please contact me at the Stanley Laboratory.
Sincerely,

THE STANLEY WORKS

s

Kdgw)éé/ﬁLm; /f}? QMﬁLﬂAaixmadmaLQKM;

Delia M. Christensen
Stanley Laboratory

1309 Corbkin Avenue

New Britain, CT 06053

dw



Addendum to Clcosure Plan

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville
MID 099 124 2989

1. Samples will be obtained from the excavated impoundments in the
following manner:

A. A grid system will be established over the specified closure
area using the following formula:

Fooas
=1 Al
GL

GI

Where: GL
A
GI

length of area to be gridded
area to be gridded (ftz)

grid interval

Sampling format will follow systematic random sampling method as
referenced in SW-846, Section 1.1.3.3

2. Attached please find background soil analysis report completed
by Swanson Environmental. Soils were collected from 3 borings
located near Background Groundwater Monitoring Well 7. Background
will be established for each scil horizon.

After Background is established contamination will be determined
using a Student T-Test at the 95% level of confidence.

3. Decontamination will include a truck and equipment washing facility.
This area will be on black-top and will be bermed. Wash waters
will be collected with a sandpiper pump and tested for pH, heavy
metals and cyanide to insure adequate rinsing. Wash waters will
be directed to take on-site treatment facility for processing.

Suspected contaminated soil will be tested in the same fashion

as the lagoon bottom. Soils showing evidence of contamination
will be handled at an off-site interim status or permitted disposal
facility.



Addendum to Closure Plan

Stanley Tocls - Fowlerville
MID 099 124 299

Page 2

dw

The licensed professional engineer will inspect the site:

A.

After removal of all liquid waste/sludge from the impoundment
to insure proper placement of sampling points.

The engineer will be on-site while samples are being obtained
to verify sampling position on grid and chain of custody.

Engineer will supervise baékfilling operation to insure proper
£ill material, grading and cover has been established.

At the completion of the closure a report will be issued
detailing the procedures followed and certification that the
facility was closed in accordance with the approved closure
plan.
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24158 Haggerty Road
.Farmington Hille, MI

48024

PURCHASE ORDER NO.
SE1 JOB NO. _ME3168/13800

FITFL Wi ORIGIMAL
Laboratory Senvice: Division
] 3490 North 127th Street REPORT NUMBER B 2532
e Srookfiel, Wisconsn 53008
é 'ﬁ teiaphone (414) 783-6114
T ANALYTICAL REPORT
P 1 August 20, 1985
%B «Bwanson Environmentsil, DATE e :

‘ DATE COLLECTED 7-31-83

LAtten: Steve Ridellia DATE PECEVED _B=03=85%

- PAGE__1_ OF.2
S0ll Samples (Stanley Tool)

$EI ID 3800=~1
Parameter Sauple ID BGl~1/1st Run 2nd Run 3zd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg .5 4.8 4.8 4.8
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.8 1.6 i.8 1.5
Chromium, mg/kg 8 8 8 8
Copper, ug/kg i0 - 10 10 11
Lead, mg/kg 21 2] 21 21
Nickel, mg/kg 21 20 1¢ 20
Zine, mg/kg 101.5 100.9 i0l.1 101.2
Cyanldes, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <0.0} <0,01 <0.01

SEI ID 3800-2
Parameter Samplae ID BGl-2/1lat Run an‘Run 3rd Run dth Run
Arlenic, mg/ks 3.4 3.3 3.4 2.9
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.4 1.5 1.8 1.8
Chromium, mg/kg 11 10 10 -9
Copper, mg/kg 13 14 13 L4
Lead, mg/kg 23 23 23 213
Nickel, mg/kg 24 22 23 23
zinc, mg/kg 177.9 179.5 178.8 178.¢9
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <0.01 <(.01 <. 01

Respecitfully Submitted

cc: Cathy Clemson

M KNO g

Swarson Environmental, Inc.

“
L]

8

{

nEcher

Notomen LEabBE. FPR.D.

Director



Y ITI, K. CRIGINAL

Laboratony Sanvices Division
3460 Nortk 427in Sheet REPORT nUMBER B 2532

oo
Brookfiold, Wiseonsin 53005
% telephons (414) 7834114

ANALYTICAL REPORT

DATE _August 20, 1985
PURCHASE ORDER NO.

SHIP . -
10 +Swanson Eavironmental, Inc.
24158 Haggerty Road

: ‘ | SEJOR NG, __ME3168/L3800
«Farmington Hills, MI 48024 :
‘ - | DATECOLLECTED__ 7=31=83
+Atten: Steve Ridelias OATE RECEVED  8=05-85

PAGE. 2 _OF. 8

R

So0il Samples (Stanley Tool)

SEI ID 3800=1

Parameter Ssmple ID BGl-3/1st Run énd Hun 3rd Run 4eh Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 5.3 5.4 5.4 5.2
Cadmium, mg/kg 2,5 2.2 2.5 2.5
Chromium, mg/kg 16 16 16 16
Copper, mg/kg 22 23 23 23
Lead, mg/kg 29 29 29 29
Nickel, mg/kg - 38 38 37 3g
Zince, mg/k ‘ 259.6 261.3 260 .4 261.3
Cyanides, Eutal, mg/gk <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
SEI Ib 3800-4
Parameter Samnple ID BGil~4/lat Run 2nd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 2,1 2.2 2.2 2.1
Cadmium, mg/kg ll6 l:4 ' 1.1 1-3
Chromium, mg/kg <4 <4 <4 <4
Copper, mg/kg 6 ' é & 7
Lead, mg/kg ' 14 14 14 14
Nickel, mg/kg 12 10 11 11
Zinc, mg/kg 141.5 141.7 141.3 141.1
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <G.01 <0.01 <0.01
Respactiully Submithec
*
. (e W TCwafh
1 2mes Kinscher Norman Craebbk, PFh.D.
Chemint Director



ORIGINAL

y Loborarory Services Division
— 3470 North 127th Stest

REPORT NUMBER B 2532

Brockfiald, Wisconsin 83005
g jelephone (414) 783-6111 _
= ' ANALYTICAL REPORT
SHIP . _ DATE _August 20, 19835
O es58 Racperes Rosd 1t THE PURCHASE ORDER NO. —
+Farmington Hills, MI 48024 SEI JOB NG __1MEale8/LAR0D
DATECOUECTED __ 1=31=83
-Atten: Steve Ridella - DATERECEVED _8=03~83
‘ . PAGE. 3. OF 5
Soil Samples (Stanley Tool)
S§EI ID 3800~5
Parameter Sample ID BG2-1/18% Run = 2Znd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Argenic, mg/kg 30.1 29,7 30.6 27,0
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.6 1.3 1.7 1.8
Chromium, wmg/kg 9 8 8 8
Copper, mg/kg 13 13 13 i3
Lead, mg/kg 20 20 20 20
Nickel, mg/kg 18 18 18 18
Zinc, mg/kg 227.0 226.4 227.3 226.0
Cyanides, Tatal,lmg}kg <{.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
SET ID 3800-6
Parameter Sample ID BG2~2/1at Run Znd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 3.6 3.6 3.1 3,2
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.6 1.3 1.3 1.6
Chremium, mg/kg 12 12 i2 12
Copper, mg/kg 16 16 16 17
Lead, mg/kg 25 25 25 25
Nickel, mg/kg .26 26 26 26
Zinc, mg/kg ' 113.5 114.7 115, 0 115,2
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <G.01 <0.01 20,01
ect Cathy Clemson Respectfully Submitied

Swansen Ervircnmental, Ine.

fl ‘ I " ' 4
, mﬂ-A“‘f m"l QM"
femes Kinschet MNorman Crabbk, Ph.D.
Chemist Director

Roftid NO, (2
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ORIGINAL
SEEREREE Lovoaror Services Divi
3430 hjgnﬁznhcs?:ae;v vor REPORT NUMBER B 2532
Brogkfiald, Wisconin 53008
é % telephone (414) 783-6111
e ANALYTICAL REPORT
e " |oaE __August 20, 1088
.10 «Swenson Environmental, Inc.
24158 Haggerty Road PURCHASE ORDER NO. _
.Parmington Hille, MI 48024 SEt JOBNC. ME3166/13800 =

DATE COLLECTED - T=31-85
.Atten: Steve Ridella DATE RECEIVED _ 8-05-8%
PAGE_&4 __ COF_5
$oil BGamples (Stanley Tool) — o
SEI 'ID 3800-~7
Parameter Sanple ID BG2=3/18f Run Znd Run 3rd Rum 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 4.1 .2 4.8 4.5
Cadpium, mg/kg 1.4 1.6 1.2 1.9
Chromium, mg/kg 14 14 15 14
Copper, mg/kg 23 22 23 _ 23
Lead, mg/kg 32 32 24 32
Nickel, mg/kg 33 33 33 33
Zinec, mg/kg 301.0 jg1.o 302.2 jp2.0
Cyanides, Total, mp/kg «0.01 ) <0.01 el.01 <0,01
SEI ID 38008
Parameter Sample ID BG3i-1/1lat Run 2nd Run ird Rumn 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/keg 19.6 21.7 22.4 21.4
Chromium, mg/kg g8 8 8 8
Copper, mg/kg o 11 13 11 10
Lead, mg/kg 21 21 21 21
Nickel, mg/kg 15 15 16 15
Zinc, mg/kg Béal 34&3 34:1 34.2
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 20.01
' Respectiully Submitted
ect  Cathy Clemson Swanson Environmental, Ing.

AN

amea Yingcher
Chemiat

%mﬁJL
Norman Crahb PR, U,
Director

T D, O



Loboratery Sofvices Division
2490 North $271 Shaat

ORIGINAL

REFORT NunidEr B 2532

Brookfield. Wisconsin 53005
g felsphone (414) 7634111
A ANALYTICAL REPORT
i ) DATE  Auguat 20, 1985
10 «Swansgon Environmenta Iinec. z
24158 Haggerty Road . PLRCHASE Omﬁi??ﬁ&/LSBOD
.Farmington Hills, MI 48024 SEl JOB NO.
| DATE COLLECTED___ 7=31=83
.Atten: Steve Ridells DATE RECEIVED _8-05-83
| PAGE.S __OF__S
Soil Sempleg (Stanley Togl)
SEI ID 3800-9
Parameter Sample ID BG3«2/18t Run Znd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 1.2 1.3 1.4 | 1.1
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.0 1.0 0.8 1.0
Chromium, mg/kg 10 9 9 e
Copper, mg/kg 12 13 13 14
Lead, ng/kg 20 20 20 20
Nickel, mg/kg 19 18 18 19
Zinc, wgl/kg 556 560 554 558
Cyanidee, Total, mglkg 1 . <0.01 <0.,01 <0.01 <{.01
SEI ID 3800-10
Parameter Seample ID BG3i~3/12t Run 2nd Run 3rd Run 4th Rumn
Arsenic, mg/kg 4.4 4.5 4.6 4.7
Cadmium, mg/kg 0.8 1.2 1.2 1.4
Chromium, mg/kg 17 16 1?2 17
Copper, mg/kg 23 22 22 24
Lead, mg/kg 3l 31 31 k|
Nickel, mg/kg 35 34 36 38
Zinc, mg/kg 602 605 600 603
Cysnides, Total, mg/kg «0,01 <0.01 <0.01 <0,01
Respectfully Submitted

¢cc: Cathy Clemson

Foint k. 02

Swanson Envirenmental, ing,

Y,

 YAmea Kinscher
' Chemist

Normen Crebb, Ph,D.
Dirsctor



i, |

YITFL K CRIGINAL
Latxoratory Services Division

y . . _
0 N 12710 Street
% Brodkfield, Wisconsin 53006 REFORT Nuber & 2532
5 telennone (414) 783-6111
= ANALYTICAL REPORT
i DA _August 26, 1985
10 » Swanson Environmental, Inc. _ PURC ;
aradngeon Rille. ML 48024 S 'QH;?“EDO—EM—L——Q——————-»RD’ER 184713800
¢« Farmington 8, = ' :
nine o DATE COUECTED Z=31=83
*+ Atten: 8teve Ridella DATE RECEVED __B8-05=85
' ' o PAGE ek OF A
Soil Samples (Stanley Tool - Duplicate)
SEI ID : 3800=-1
Parameter Sample ID BGi-1/1l8t Run Zad Run 3rd Run 4eth Run
Argenic, mg/kg ' 6.8 7.6 7.3 7.2
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.2 1,2 1,2 1.2
Chromium, mg/kg 10 10 10 10
Copper, mg/kg 11 i1 11 11
Lead, mg/kg : 12 12 12 12
Nickel, mg/kg 14 14 14 14
Zinc, mg/kg 157 158 158 157
Cyanides, Total, nmg/kg <0,01 <0.01 <(.01 <0.01
SEI ID 3800-3
Farameter Sample ID BE1-3/1s8t Run 2nd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 3.8 3.8 3.4 3.6
Cadmium, mg/kg 2.6 2.4 2.4 2.4
Chromium, mg/kg 18 18 18 : i8
Copper, mg/kg 22 22 22 2l
Lead, mg/kg 28 22 28 28
Nickel, mg/kg . 36 37 36 k1.}
Zine, mg/kg 242 242 242 243
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg - <0.01 <0.,01 <0.01 <0.01
Respectfully Submitted
¢c: Cathy Clemson Swangon Environmental, Inc. 7
J.M WC}H&
HAames Kinscher Norman Crabb, Ph.D.

Chemist Director
KoM WD @



B

Loboratory Seniges Division

E 3490 Nerth 127ih Street
e Brookiieid, Wiseonsin §3005
L ? Telephons (414) 783-6111
§-———

e

CRIGINAL

REPORT muMBER B 2532

ANALYTICAL REPORT

SHiF
0 .

264158 Haggerty Road

Swanson Environmental, Iuc.

DATE _August 26, 1985

PURCHASE ORDER NO.
SEIJOBNO MEA168/L3BOO

. ingte 5
Fgrm gten Hills, MI 48024 DATE COLECTED 7-31-85
« Atten: Steve Ridella DATE ECEMVED . 8-05-835
_ PAGE. .2 _OF 2
Boil Semples (Stanley Tool = Duplicate}
SEI ID 3800-4
Parameter Sample ID BGl=4/13t Run iZnd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 3.2 3.3 3.2 3.3
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.4 1.4 1.5 1.3
Chromium, mg/kg 4 4 b4 4
Copper, wmg/kg 5 5 é 5
Lead, mg/kg 14 ) 14 14 . 1é
Nickel, mg/kg § 9 9 8
Zinc, ng/kg 152 151 151 152
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <f,01 <0.01 <0.01

ec: Cathy Clemson

RRespectiully Submitted
Swanson Environmental, ing.

i A e
smeg Kinscher NormEn Crabb, PR.D.

Chemist Director
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CLOSURE PLAN AND COST ESTIMATE
STANLEY TOOLS DIVISION QF THE STANLEY WORKS
FOWLERVILLE, MICHIGAN

Prepared for:

Stanley Tools
Fowlerville, Michigan

Prepared by:

ENVIRON Corporation
Washington, D.C.

March 27, 1985



CLOSURE PLAN AND COST ESTIMATE
STANLEY TOOLS DIVISION OF THE STANLEY WORKS
FOWLERVILLE, MICHIGAN

INTRODUCTION AND GENERAL INFORMATION

Stanley Tools operates a plating facility in Fowlerville, Michigan.
The site, shown in Figure 1, is located in the SE 1/4, Sectiom 10, Handy
Township, Livingston County, Michigan. The manufacturing facility was

purchased from Hoover Universal by Stanley Tools in 1980.

Process water from the plating operation is discharged into four
surface impoundments or lagoons. The impoundments are located between the
facility buildings and the Red Cedar River as shown in Figure 2.

Clarifier underflow and rotofinish water is introduced into. impoundment
No. 1. C(Clarifier effluent is discharged directly into impoundment No. 3.
The flow pattern is from impoundment No. 1 thrcugh the other lagoons to
impoundment No. 4 where the flow is discharged to the river pursuant to

NPDES Permit No. MIQ003727 (See Attachment A).

The current volume of material in the surface impoundments is
approximately 630,000 gallons. During normal plant operations, it is
estimated that the maximum inventory of waste in the impoundments is
approximately 434,000 gallons of sludge slurry material containing about 6
percent solids. In additioﬁ, we estimate that the impoundments also
contain approximately 6400 cubic yards of contaminated bottom and
embankment material. In addition to the sludge slurry material, the

impoundments contain about 196,000 gailons of treated water, the bulk of



which is in impoundment No. 3. Wastewater treatment sludges from
electroplating operations {with certain exceptions) are listed as

hazardous waste (F006) under 40 CFR 261.31.

The treatment provided by the surface impoundments is limited to
solids settling. Impoundment No. 1 is dredged on a regular basis (one to
two times per year) to remove settled solids or sludge. Approximately
100,000 gallons of sludge is removed every time the impoundment has been
dredged. Dredging has been accomplished using vacuum pumps. The sludge
is pumped into tanker trucks (8,000 to 10,000 gallons capacity) licensed
by the State of Michigan for hauling hazardous waste and trucked to
Chem-Met Services, Inc. for selidification. Chem-Met Services, Inc. is a
hazardous waste facility located in Wyandotte, Michigan, approximately 70
miles southeast of Fowlerville. Chem-Met Services, Inc. has qualified for
interim status under RCRA. The solidified waste is then disposed of at
Wayne Disposal, Inc., a hazardous waste facility which has interim status,

located in Dearborn, Michigan.

With the exception of plumbing hardware (i.e., pipes, valves, etc.),
the surface impoundments do not contain any auxiliary equipment. Because
of the relatively small size of the impoundments, it is estimated that the
closure process will be completed in about 60 to 70 days. The specific

schedule for implementing the closure plan is described below.



II.

IMPOUNDMENT CLOSURE PROGRAM

General

The closure program will be accomplished in an orderly manner to

prevent any release of hazardous waste to the environment. The closure

plan is designed to ensure that the facility will not require further

maintenance.

The following are the specific tasks and associlated timetable for the

closure activities:

Closure of the four surface impoundments can begin as soon as an
alternate wastewater and sludge treatment and storage system is in
place and operating within the established NPDES effluent
limitations. The new treatment system will include a filter press

and sand bed filter system. Clarifier underflow and rotofinishing

wastewater will be introduced to the filter press for dewatering,

resulting in an electroplating sludge (F006) containing approximately
30 percent solids. The sludge will be stored in drums or leakproof
roll off boxes on-site in accordance with 40 CFR 262.34 and will be
disposed of off-site at Wayne Disposal, Inc. The liquid produced by
the filter press will be returned te the clarifier. The clarifier
overflow will be passed through the sand bed filter prior to its
discharge to the Red Cedar River pursuant to the NPDES permit. It is
anticipated that all of the necessary equipment will be installed and

tested during June or July 1985.



The first step in closing the existing impoundments is to stop ail of
the present inflows to the current treatment system. All necessary
changes in the wastewater flow (i.e., disconnecting inflow to the
impoundments and installation of the necessary connections to the
filter press) will be accomplished by August 1, 1985. As of that
date, it is anticipated that no wastewater will be discharged to the
impoundments, and the new wastewater and sludge treatment and storage

system will be fully operational.

The next step in the closure process includes the discharge of
approximately 196,000 gallons of treated water from the impoundments
to the Red Cedar River. The water will be pumped from the
impoundments to the River at a sufficiently low rate to prevent the
resuspension of the sludge. The anticipated pumpage rate is 20 to 50
gpm; at the slowest rate, removal of the supernatant will he
completed in about seven days. The proposed scheme entails first
pumping wastewater from impoundment No. 1 and then sequentially
pumping the remaining impoundments. The water in each impoundment
will be tested to insure that its quality does not exceed the NPDES
permit levels. Water that does exceed the applicable limits will
remain in the impoundment and be removed with the sludge for off-site

disposal or will be pumped to the on-site treatment system.
Prior to pumping of the sludge {(as described below in Task No. 5), a

temporary earthen dam and sediment fence will be constructed arocund

the impoundment area as shown in Figure 2. The purpose of this fence
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is to prevent runoff from leaving the impoundment area. The present

chain link fence will be removed at that time.

Removal of the sludge from the surface impoundments will be done by
vacuum pumps. As this technology has been used numerous times in
cleaning impoundment No. 1, no particular difficulties are
anticipated. The sludge will be pumped into tanker trucks to be
transported off-site to Chem-Met Services, Inc. for
solidification.?” The solidified sludge will be disposed of at

Wayne Disposal, Inc.

The trucks will be stationed some 30 to 40 feet from the impoundment
s0 as not to exert added lead on the berm. The sludge will be
conveyed to the truck via temporary pipelines. While no spills are
anticipated, any accidental leak will be noted and the soil around
the reported leak will be deemed hazardous material, excavated, and
transported to Wayne Disposal, Inc. It is anticipated that between
45 to 55 tanker truck loads will be required to transport the sludge
off-site. Emptying of the surface impoundments will commence on or
about September 20, 1985 and is estimated to be completed in about 10
days. All hazardous waste will be properly manifested to meet EPA

and DOT specifications.

Stanley Tools currently plans to use Chem-Met Services, Inc.
However, at the time of actual closure, Stanley Tools may choose to
use another interim status or permitted treatment facility.



While an independent contractor will be hired by Stanley Tools for
this and all subsequent tagsks of the closure plan, the Manager of
Plant Engineering and Environmental Controls will be responsible for
compliance with the approved closure plan and other environmental
regulations. Furthermore, periodic inspections will be made by the
professional engineer who will certify the completed closure. None
of the earthmoving equipment to be used in the implementation of this

closure plan is owned by Stanley Tools.

Following the removal of the sludge, the pipelines, the impoundment
inlets and outlets, the outlet manhole, and the groundwater
monitoring wells in the area of the impoundments will be removed and

transported off-site to Wayne Disposal, Inc.®”

The next step is the removal of the internal dikes of the
impoundments and the removal of the sludgé/soil residue on the bottom
of the impoundments and on the exterior walls. Excavation will be
accomplished using a.front end loader and/or a drag line. The choice
of equipment will depend on the condition of the bottom of the
impoundments. A temporary ramp will be constructed on the east side
to give the front end loader access to the impoundment. Based on
previous experience (i.e., emptying impoundment No. 1), it is

estimated that a layer of sludge about one to two inches deep will

Stanley Tools recognizes its obligation to monitor the groundwater
during the active life of the impoundments and closure period.
Accordingly, the groundwater wells will be sampled and removed at the
latest possible date.



remain on the bottom of the impoundment following the vacuum
operation. The drag line and/or the fromt end loader will remove the
interior dikes and approximately omne foot of soil and sludge residue
from the bottom of all of the impoundments. In addition, a layer of
about 6 inches will be scraped and removed from the walls of the
impoundments. The estimated volume of soil and sludge residue to be
removed is 6400 cubic yards. The excavated material will be
manifested in accordance with EPA and DOT regulations and loaded into
trucks licensed by the State of Michigan to transpoft hazardous
waste. All hazardous waste will be transported to Wayne Disposal,

Inc.

Excavation of the impoundments will proceed from the east teo the
west. Following the completion of the excavation, soil samples from
the bottom and sides will be obtained using a split spoon sampler.
The number of samples to be collected will be in accordance with the
methodology given in U.S.EPA publication, "Test Methods for
Evaluating Solid Waste" (8W-846). The depth of sampling wilil be 18
inches below the impoundment's invert. FEach sample core obtained
will be divided into three 6 inch samples. Samples will be obtained,
stored and analyzed in accordance with the EPA guidelines for testing

solid waste.

The first analyses will be conducted on the samples from the top 6
inches of the cores. Each sample will be analyzed for chromium,
cadmium, and nickel using the EP Toxicity extraction procedure as

noted in 40 CFR 261.24 and the distilled water leachate test for



cyanide. The samples will be subjected to statistical analysis, in
accordance with EPA methodology set forth in SW-846. The upper six
inch layer of scil will be excavated, removed, and treated as
hazardous waste, if based on the statistical analysis, any of the

following criteria are met:

(1) The concentration of chromium or cadmium is above the
established maximum levels of 5.0 mg/l and 1.0 mg/l,
respectively, as promulgated under 40 CFR 261.24; or

(2) The EP extract level of nickel exceeds 6.32 mg/l. This level is
10 times the EPA Ambient Water Quality Criteria for nickel (See
49 FR 42580, October 23 1984); or

(3) The cyanide leachate concentration using a distilled water
leachate test exceeds 2.0 mg/l. This level is 10 times the EPA
Ambient Water Quality Criteria.

If the analyses of the first layer indicate that this layer must be

removed, the middle (i.e., 6 inch to 12 inch) section of the cores

will be subject to the same tests and analyses as the first set of
samples. While it is anticipated that less than 18 inches of so0il
will have to be excavated and removed, if the last set of soil
samples (i.e., the bottom 6 inch samples) indicate that the soils are

hazardous according to the above criteria, additional boring and

sampling will be initiated.

Excavation will be terminated when the statistical results based on
guidelines presented in EPA's guidance document SW-846 indicate that
the soils left in place (i.e., bottom area and embankment side walls)
are acceptable according to the criteria described above. It is
anticipated that physical excavation and removal of the contaminated
soils, if required, will take approximately 20 days.
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10.

11.

12.

During the excavation of the impoundments and the loading of the
trucks, special precautions will be observed to prevent off-site
migration of hazardous waste. These precautions include (1) the
sediment berm described above (See Task No. 4), (2) pumpage of
surface run-on and rainfalil from the excavated impoundments into
either the on-site treatment system or into a tank truck for
transport to an interim status or permitted treatment facility and
(3) decontamination of any equipment prior to its leaving the site.
Decontamination will include a truck and equipment washing facility.
Prior to leaving the site, each truck will be washed to remove any
contaminants. The wash water will be pumped to the on-site treatment
system or to the tanker for transport to an interim status or

permitted treatment facility.

The impoundment area will be filled and graded intoc the surrounding
topography and crowned in the center to promote better surface
draindge. It is estimated that approxiately 13,500 cubic yards of

clean £ill will be required for this task.

The regraded impoundment area will be seeded to establish
vegetation. The anticipated seedings will occur in November 1985.
If climatic conditions do not permit seeding of a permanent cover, a
temﬁorary cover will be put in place immediately followed by a

permanent cover to be seeded in early spring.

A security fence will be erected to complete the fencing of the whole

plant.



All hazardous wastes which are generated as a result of this closure will

be removed for treatment or disposal within 90 days after they are generated.

A licensed professional engineer will periodically inspect the site during
the implementation of the closure process. When closure is completed,
certification will be provided to the Regional Administrator by Stanley Tools
and a licensed professional engineer stating that the facility has been closed

in accordance with the specifications in the approved closure plan.

The closure cost estimate ig shown in Appendix 1.
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10.
11.
12.
13.

14,

APPENDIX 1

CLOSURE COST ESTIMATE

. Remove Fence (800 LF)

Construct Sediment Fence (850 LF)

Remove Manhole (1), Buried Pipelines (570 LF), Risers
Culverts (6), and Monitoring Wells (4)

Pump, Transport and Dispose Sludge (434,000 gal @ $.29

Remove Internal Dikes (4800 CY)

. Scrape or Drag Impoundment Area (1 acre, 1600 CY)
. Test Soils (40 samples @ $133/sample + $650)

. Transport and Disposal of Sludge & Contaminated Soil

(6400 CY of soil @ $42/CY)

. Bring and Place Clean Fill (13,500 CY @ $5.50/CY)

Grade (crown in center, slope to drain)
Seed and Mulch (1 acre, sown twice}
Reset Fence (500 LF)

Decontaminate Equipment

Inspections and Certification by Professional Engineer

- 11 =

(2),

/gal)

TOTAL = $

1,085

500

1,500
125,860
7,200
3,680

5,270

268,800
74,250
2,500
2,000
2,250

500

2,000

498,095
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T STATE OF MICHIGAN

4 -
k2

X AL RESSURCES COMMRIGEION
~AGDB & MOEFER

E. b LAITALA Wil ek G MILLIKEN, Govarnor

vl e DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESCURCES
WARBY W WHITELEY BYEVENE T. MASOKN BUILDING

JOAN L WOLPE BOY 30025

CHARLES @ YOUNGLOVE LANEING, M 48809

HOWARD A TANKER, Director
August 6, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville
B.O. BOX 829
Fowleville MI 48836

Ret MI 0003727
Attentlon: 4. M. Stock, Manager, Plant Engineering/Environmental Comtrol

Gentlemen:

Your application for a National Pollutant Dischargé Elimination Bystem
(NPDES) Permit hae been ppocessed in accordance with approprieste Btate
and Federal regulstions.

Your NPDES Permit containst 1) limitetionme which require you te monitor
your effluent in sccordance with Part I, Section A; and 2) s schedule
of compliance for submittal of information concerning other permit
requirements.

REVIEW THE PERMIT EFFLUENT LIMITE AMD PERFORMANCE SCHEDULES CAREFULLY.
These are eubject to the criminel and civil enforcement provieions of
both state and federal law. All permit violations are audited by the
United Statee Envirconmentsel Protection Agency and will appear in a

published quarterly non—complisnce report msde availsble to agencies
end the public.

Your monthly opersting report forme will be transmitted te you in the
near future. These reports ere to be submitted monthly as required
by your NPDEE permit.

Very truly yours,

WATER QUALITY DIVISION

Mok et Ge

Eerl Zollrer; Jr., P.E.; Chief
Permits Bection
Enclesures Perxmit
XZ/blielp
cet A. Manzaerde {(2), T. Newell, Data Center, Files,
Comprehengive Studies Section, Point Bource Btudies Beetion,
Compliance Section, €. Odin, Southeast Michigen Council of Governments

RiQaE /80



CLOSURE PLAN FOR STANLEY TOOLS DIVISION
FOWLERVILLE PLANT

TANKS

EPA Facility I. D. No. MID 099124299

Qwner's or Operator's Name  Stanley Tools Divison

Address & Phone NO. 425 Frank Street; Fowlerville, MI. 48836 ?H 223-9154

Facility Address Same

I.

Facility Conditions

A.

General - Information
1. 65000 Sq. ft. lTocated on 11.7 acre site.
2. 7 tanks as follows:

a. Roto finish sump
-b. Roto finish pumping station - v
¢, Chrome destruct tank |
d. Cyanide destruct tanks
e. MWaste oil storage
f. Claifier
+ 7g. 7Sludge sump after claifier. Lo e e e
3. Storage:
a. Concrete block and wood constnuétiOn building utilized for storing -
drums. -
b. Capacity of 40 fifty five gal. drums.
4, Qther facilities cn-site.
a. Inpoundment
b. 706,020 approximate gatlons of material,
5. Waste Characierization

a. Lagoons - Metal Hydroxides

Rote finish sump Zn hvdroxides and alkaline soap solution
Roto finish pumping station Zn hydroxides and alkaline soap solution.

Chrome destruction tamk - Trivalent chrome at 3pH
Cyanide destruct tank - Cyanide solution at various degrees of treatment

L R N Y
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5. a. (cont.)

Clarifier . Metal Hydroxide solution.
Sludge sump Metal Hydroxide solution.
Waste o1l tank Water oil emulsion.

b. Physical State - Ligquid (all tanks).
c. N/A
d. Specific gravity 1.2 approximately
Maximum Amount of Inventory
1. Hydroxide sludge - 450,000 gals est.
2. Cyanide solution for treatment - 99,000 gals.
3. "Frivalent chrome - 1,100 gals.
4, Water oil emulsion - 7,000 gals.
N/Ad.
Schedule of final closure

To be completed upon cease of operation.

Livusur o



COST

Equipment
Drag line 120 hours @ $50.00/hr. $ 6,000
Bulldozer 120 hours @ $50.00/hr. 6,000
Trucks 123 Yoads @ $280.00/71ocad 34,440

Land Fil1 Cost
2,468 cu. yds. @ $8.00/yd. 19,744

STudge Removal

400,000 gal. @ .26/gal. 104,000
Labor
120 hr. x 3 persons x $20.00/hr. 7,200

Laboratory Analysis

$6,000 6,000
TOTAL $183,384
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4.4 SAMPLE CLOSURE PLAN OQUTLINE: SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS
IN WHICH WASTES ARE REMOVED AT CLOSURE

EPA Facility ID No.

Owner's or Operator's Name
Address & Phone No.
Facility Address

I. FACILITY CONDITIONS

A

General information
1. Size of impoundment facility (include reference maﬁ)
2. Volume of impoundment
3. Type of treatment
4, Copy of NPDES water pollutiom control permit if you
discharge through a point source to U.S. waters
5. Schedule of dredging, 1f applicable
a., Volume of waste dredged.
h. Frequency of dredging
‘¢ Procedures for dredging
d. Mathod of disposal of dradged materials
Schadule of partial closures, if applicable (milestone chart)
le. Size of each area partially closad
2. Methods for partial closure (cover or removal of wastes)
3. Maintenance of partially closed areas
Maximum amoumt of waste ever on=site in anvy stage of processing
I. Maximum volume of waste in impoundment
2. Maximum volume of waste in storage awalting impoundment
Inventorylof auxiliary equipment
Schedule of final closure (milestone chart)
1. Final date wastes acéepted
2. Date sll treatment completed
3. Date all free liguids removed
4, Date all slulges removed

5. Date facility decontaminated

4=49



6. Final date of completed closure
7. Total time required to clese facility

8. Justification if closure is longer than six months

II. REMOVING ALL INVENTORY

AI

B.

D.

Magimum amount of waste.on-site in any scage of prccess{ng

l. Total amount of wastes in drums and number of drums ia
storage, 1if applicable

2. Volume of bulk wastes in any stage of processing. including

 storage

3. Total amount of residues from processing

4, Maximum quantity of liquid in impoundment

5. Maximum quantity of siudge in impoundment _

Procedures for treating or disposing of inventory, including

free liquids, on-site '

1. Amount of inventory treated on-site

2. Method of treatment (e.g., packane treatment facilitvy,
evaporation, blological treatment)

3. Method of discharge or disposal, if disposed in a landfill
on—site

4, Time estimate for treamment

Procedures for removal of all liquids not treated and disposed

on—site ' _ '

1. Quantity of liquids not treated and discharged on—site

2. Mathod of off-site trearment or disposal

3. Approximate distance to off~-site TSDF

Removing sludge _

l. Volume of sludge to be removed

2. Method for removing slulge and residuals
a. 18 equipment on-site or rental required?
b. Owner or operator lgbor or contractor?

3; Treating sludge

a. If treatment 1is performed on-site, describe treatment



Stabilizing sludge

(1) Type of bulking agent used

{2) Amount of bulking agent required
{3} Source of material

(4) Equipment required

(5) Availability of equipment

Digspoging of sludge

ds

If on—-site disposal, provide map of disvosal location

(1) Quantity disposed on=-site

(2) S5ize of area needed for disposal

(3} Procedures for disposal

If off~gite trearment or disposal

(1 ‘Quantity removed to an off-gite TSDF

(2) Method of treatment or disposal (e.p., landfill,
ate.)

(3) Approximate dAistance to TSDF

III. DECONTAMINATING THE FACILITY

A. Area of facility with potential soil contamination (sg. yd.)

1.

List areas with potential contaminated soil

de

be.

Number of soll samples, if necessary

Criteria for determining contamination

Estimated depth of soil regquiring removal

Total amount of contaminated soil (cu. yd.)

.

be

Amount of contaminated soil disposed on=site
{1) Mathod of disposal
{2} Construction required if applicable

(3) Size, location and design of on-site disposal
me thod

Amount of contaminatad soil disposed off-site
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All equipment and/or facilities (e.g., tanks, basins, earth-

moving equipment, piping and containers) requiring

decontamination

i.

Name each piece of equipmenf and/or storage facilities and
procedures for cleaning (e.g., steam cleaning, hydro-
blasting, etc.) -

a. Owmer or operator labor or centractor

b, CQuantity of residues from cleaning

Mumber of containers ta be disposed or decontaminated

a. Method of cleaning and/or disposing of containers

b. Volume of residues

Mechod for disposing of residues from decoutamination

(including wastewater and liquid wastes)

.d. Cuantitcy managed on~site

(1) Method of treatment or dispesal method
(2) Size, location and design of on-site Aisposal
me thod

(3) Disposal plans for liquid waste -
b. Quanticy disposed off-site
Fstimated amount of warer on—site reauiring removal (e.g.,
snow and rain accumulation) ' |
a. Mathods for removal
b. Source of treatment or disposal (on—site versus off-

site)

(1) If on~gite, describe procedures

]

IV. GROUND-WATER MONITORING

AD

Analyses required during closure:

1.

2.

Maximum number of ground-water quality analyses redquired
during closure

Maximum number of ground-water contamination analvses
required during closure

Details of ground-water monitoring program (include copy of

ground=-water sampling and analysis program when availahle)
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B. Maintenance of monitoring equipment
l. Number of wells requiring redrilling
2., Number of wells requiring replacement
3, Meed for replacement parts to system {name parts, e.g.,
pumps, seals, caps)

4, Required routine maintenance
V., CLOSURE CERTIFICATION

4. Approximate number or schedule (e.g., every two weeks) of

periodic inspections

S 4=53



11. Removing A1l Inventory - Copper Cyanide
A. Maximum amount of waste on-site.
1. N/A
2. 3 tanks with 33,000 gal capacity ea..
3. N/A

1. Possibility of 99,000 gais requiring pre treatment.

2. Equipment needed wou]d be pumps for circulation, agitation and removal
of liquid from tanks. Materials needéd would be sodium nyperchlorite, sodium
hydroxide, polyelectrolytes, calcium chloride, ferrous sulfate.

3. Possibility of 99,000 gals requiring disposal after pre treatment.

€. Methods and Procedures for treating, disposing or removing inventory.

1.
a. Possible 99,000 gals.
b. pH adjustment and precipitation in on site clarifier. Supernate
to diécharge basin and underflow discharged to settiing lagoons.
c. N/A
2.
a. N/A
b. N/A
c. N/A
ITI. Decontaminating the Facility
A, N/A

B. Cleaning of equipment and facility.
1. Cyanide treatment tanks would only require washing with water and
‘brushes.
a. Labor supplied by owner
b. Approximately 3,000 gals.
2. Treatment Method for residue.

a. Pump to clarifier on site for final treatment consisting of pH



II. Removing A1l Inventory - Chromium
A. Maximum amount of waste on site.
1. N/A
2. 1100 gal. of trivalent chrome located in chromium destruct system.
3. N/A

B. Pretreatment

1. N/A
2. N/A
3. N/A

C. Method and Procedures for treating and disposing
1. a. 1100 gals. '
b. pH adjustment and precipitation.

c. N/A

2. Procedures for off site removal of Inventory

a. N/A
b. N/A
c. NA

I11. Decontaminating the Facility
A. N/A
B. Cleaning of equipment & facility
1. Chrome destyuct system to be scrubbed wi}h brushes and water
a. By owner labor.
b. N/A
2. Treatment and Disposal
a. Approximate 1500 gals.
pH adjustment and precipitation.
b, N/A |
IV. Closure Certification

A. One inspection would be adequate for inspecting and épproving this unit for

closure



2. a. f(cont.)
adjustment and precipitation.
b. N/A
IV. Closure Certification

A. One inspection is sufficient to certify closure has met above requirements

and is safe to the environment.



11.

ITI.

Waste 01 Storage Tank - Tramp Qi1 Emulsion

A.

Maximum amount of waste on site.
1. N/A
2. 7,000 gals of waste tramp oil.
3. N/A
N/A
Methods and procedures for d{sposing or vemoving inventory.
T. N/A
2 Procedure for off-site removal of inventory.
a. Approximately 7,000 gals.
b. Remove via certified hauler with cargo tanker.
c. Approximately 60 miles to TSDF
Decontaminating the facility.

N/A

1. Waste 0il storage tank - to be steam cleaned.

a. By labor supplied by owner.

b. Approximately 1,000 gallons of residue will be generated.

2. Treatment or disposal method for residﬁe%

a. N/A

b. Approximately 1,000 gallons sent top.a certified waste ¢il disposal

facility located approximately 60 miles from this faciiity.

1V. Closure Certification.

A.

One inspection is sufficient by certified engineer to assure proper

cleaning techniques have been carried out.



I[I. Clarifier - Removing Inventory
lA. Maximum amount of waste on-site.
1. Approximately 28,000 gallons.
2. N/A
3. N/A
B. Pretreatment
1. N/A
2. N/A
3. Approximately 28,000 gallons.
'C. Methods and procedure for disposing of inventory.
1. Procedure for on-site disposal.
a. 28,000 gal. approximate.
b. Blow down to transfer sump and then to Tlagoons for precipitation,
¢. Use existing lagoon system.
2., N/A
[II.Decontaminating the facility.
A. N/A
B. Equipment needing cleaning.
1. Clarifier
Water for washing and brushes for scrubbing.
a. Owner to supply labor.
b. Approximately 6,000 gallons of residue will be generated.
2. Disposal of Residue
a. -Pump to existing lagoon for precipitation.
b. N/A
IV. Closure Certification
A. One scheduled visit for inspection of this Clarifier is sufficient to

assure decontamination.



II. Studge Sump after Clarifier - Removal of Inventory
Vi A. Maximum amount of waste on-site.
1. N/A
2. Approximate 2,160 gals.
3. N/A
B. Pretreatment N/A
C. Methods and procedures for disposing.
1. Procedure for on-site disposal
a. 2,160 gallons.
b. .Pump to existing lagoons for settling and precipitation.
c. Existing lagoons are adequate.
2. Procedure for off-site removal.
N/A
11I. Decontaminating the facility.
o/ A WA
B. A1l equipment and facility needing cleaning.
1. Clarifier biow down‘sump and pumps. This will be accomplished by washing
with water and scrubbing down with brushes.
a. Owner labor to be utilized.
b. Approximately 3,000 gallons will be used for cleaning.
2. Disposal of Residue
a. This material will be transferred to existing lagoons for precipitation.
b. N/A
IV. Closure Certification
A. One inspection by Certifying Engineer would be sufficient to assure proper

disposal procedure has been utilized.



IT. Roto Finish Sump - Removing Inventory.
A.  Maximum amount of waste on-site.
1. N/A
2. Approximate 6,000 gallons in one tank.
3. N/A
B. Pretreatment
N/A
C. Method and procedure for disposing.
1. N/A
2. Procedure for off site removal.
a. Approximately 6,000 gals.
b. Addition of water mix into pumpable consistency and hauling away in a
cargo tanker.
c. Distance to TSDF site is 60 miles,
(" 11I.Decontaminating the Faciltity.
A. Area of facility with potential soil contamination,
N/A
B. A1l equipment and facility requiring cleaning.
1. Concrete tank and pump.
The cleaning procedure will require water for washing and brushes for
scrubbing. |
a. Owner Tabor will be utilized.
b. 3,000 gallons of residue will be generated.
2. Disposal methods for residue |
a. N/A
b. 3,000 gallons sent off-site for land fi1ling at TSDF site approximately
[ 60 miles from facility.
- IV. Closure Certificatioh
A. One inspection by Certifying Engineer should be sufficient to assure proper

decontamination has been accomplished.



e’

[1. Roto Finish Sump - Removing Inventory
A. Maximum amount of waste on site.
1. N/A
2. 1,000 gallons in one tank.
3. N/A
B. Pretreatment
N/ A
C. Method for disposing.
1. Procedure for on-site disposal.
a. 1,000 gallons.
b. Pump to existing settling lagoons,
¢. N/A
II1.Decomtaminating the facility.
A, N/A
B. All equipment and facilities requiring cleaning.
1. One concrete tank and pumps. They will need to be washed and scrubbed. The
pumps will need to be flushed out.
a. Owner labor will be utilized.
b. Approximately 500 gallons of residue will be generated.
2. Disposal of residue.
a. Material to be transferred to settling lagoons for precipitation
and. further processing.
b. N/A
IV. Closure Certification
A. One inspection by Certifying Engineer should be sufficient to assure proper

decontamination has been accomplished.
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3.A  3AMPLE CLOSITRE 2LAN JUTLIYVT:  TANKS

£PA Facility T.D. Yo.

Owner's of Operator's Name

Addrass & Phone No.

Facilicy Address

I. .- FACILITY CONDITIONS

A. General infermation

L.
Z.
3.

Size af facilitcy

Number of tanks

Storage facllities

a. Type (e.g., bulk or drums)
b. Capacity/volume

Other facilities on—site

a. Type (landfill, incinerator, hasin, etc.)
b. Volume/capacity '

Waste characterization (to he filled ocut for eéch tvpe of

waste in inventory [e.g., phenolic wastewater, scrubber
sludge, etc.l, including waste material at any stage of
processing, and/or any residue generated by the normal
processing of the waste hefore or during closure, including
contarminated soil or containers).*

a. Chemical composition

b. Phyaical state (i.e., liquid, selid, mas or mixture)

*NOTE: The Interim Status Standards require that "umnless the owmer or
oparator can demonstrate...that anv solid waste removed from his tank
is not a hazardous waste, the owner or operator hecomes a generator of
hazardous waste and must manage it In accovdance with all apolicable
requirements of Parts 262, 263, and 265 of this Chaoter”™ (§263.187)

{emphasis added).

3=13



2. Combustion temperature
4. Specific sravicy of the waste

8. Maximum amount of inventory aver on-site im any stage of

rrocessing
¢. TInventorv of auxiliary equipment
D. Schedule of final closure (milestone chart)
l. Final date wastes accepted
2. Dates for completion of inventory disposal
a. Date all preprocessing completed
be Date zll on-site disposal completed
c. Date that' all inventory has heen disposed on—site
d. Date that all inventory hae been removed off-site
3. Final date facility decontaminated
4, Final date closure complected .
S. Total time required to close ths facility
6, Justification if cleosure is longer than six months

II. REMOVING ALL INVENTORY (to be filled out for each etywe of waste in
.inven:o:y, {ncluiing waste material at any stage of processing,
and/or any residue gunerated dy the normal processing of the waste
be fore or during closure)®
A. Maximum amount of waste on—site in any stage of processing
{. Total amount of waste/residue in drums and number of '
drums, 1if applicable
2. Total amount of waste/residue in tanks and number of tanks
(include tag number or other means of identification for

each tank)

%NOTE: The Interim Status Standards note that "unless the owner or
operator can demonstrate...that any solid waste removed from his tank 1is
not a hazardous waste, the owner or operator hecomes a generator of
hazardous waste and must manage it in accordance with all applicable
requirements of Parts 262, 263, and 265 of this Chanter" (§265.197)
{emphasis added). :

3-14 ‘ -



3. Total amount of waste/residue in ocecher forms of storage,
1f applicable (e.g., waste pilles, bdasing, drainage pits, etc.)
Pretreatment _
1. Quantity reguiring pretreatment
2. Pretrestrent process (including any equipmant or materials
reeded) |
3. Total amount to he treated or disposed following
prefreatment
Mecthods and procedures for treating, discosing, or
ramoving inveatory
1. Procedures for on-site inventory treatment or disposal
‘ 2. Quantitcy
ke HMathoed of treatment ov disposal
¢. Size of ares, capacity or number of tranches necéssary
for inventorv treatment or disnosal

2. Procedures for off=-sites removal of inventory
a. Quantity

b. Method of treatment or disposal
¢« Approximate distsnce to off-sits TSDF

IIT. DECORTAMINATING THE FACILITY

Ao

Area of facility with potential szoil contamination (sq. vd.)
1. Liet areas with potential contaminated soil

a. MNumher of soil samples, 1f necessary

b. Criteria for determining contamination
2. Estimated depth of soil requiring removal
3. Total amount of contaminated s0il (cu. yd.)

a. Amount of contaminated scil disposed on-gite

h. Amount of contaminated soil removed off-site
All equipment and/or facilities requiring cleaning (e.g.,
tanks, surface impoundments, drainage pits, discharge control

equipment, tank trucks)

3=15




1. Deseribe each pisce of equirment and/or storage facilities
and procedures for cleaning (e.g., steam—cleaning, hydro-
blasting, etc.)

a. Owner or operator labor or contractor
B. Quantity of residues from cleaning

2. Treatment or disposal method for residues from decon-
tamination (including wastewater and liquid wastes)
a. Quantity treated or disposed on—-site and method

of treatment or disposal
be OQuantity sent off-site, method of treatmsnt or
dispogal, and aprroximate distance to TSDF

“IV. CLOSURE CERTIFICATION

A. & schedule or estimate of the number of periodic inspections hy
the certifying engineer anticipated during closue.

316
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CLOSURE PLANS
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS

I. Facility Conditions
A. General Information
1. Four lagoons located on a site which is 155 ft. wide and 215 ft. long.
2. Volume of 706,020 gallons of solutions.
3. Precipitation and decanting.
Sludge is removed off site.
4. See attached NPDES Permit.
5. Schedule of pumping - Depending on production once or twice per annum.
a. Approximately 190,000 galions per occurance.
b. Once or twice per annum as required.
c. Agitation and pumping to tankers. All discharge_points from lagoon
in pumping process are shut off.
d. Transportedtoa certified TSDF Disposal site located 60 miles from
facility.
B. Schedule of Partial Closure
N/A |
C. Maximum amoﬁnt of waste ever on site in any stage of process.
1. Approximate]y'350,000 gals. of sludge in impoundments.
2. Approximateiy 144,260 gallons of waste in storage awaiting impoundment.
D. Inventory of Auxilary Equipment.
N/A
E. Schedule of final closure.
N/A
1I. Removing all Inventory.
A. Maximum amount of waste on-site.
1. Waste in drums is disposed of on a regular basis. 40 drums is the maximum

accumulated at any time.



1.

(cont.)

2. Approximately 144,260 galions.

3. Total amount of residue from process.

N/A
4, Maximum quantity liquid in impoundment is approximately 500,000 gallons.
5. Maximum quantity of sludge in impoundment is approximately 400,000 gallons.
Procedure for treating and disposing of inventory including free liquid on-site.
1. Approximately 144,260 gallons treated on-site.
2. Method of treatment is oxidation & reduction, pH adjustment, clarification
and precipitation.
3. N/A
4. Time for total treatment of waste .and residue generated from cleaning would
be approximately 12 weeks.
Procedures for removal of all liquids not treated and disposed of on-site.
1. 7,000 gallons of waste.tramp 0il emulsion.
2. Handled by a certified TSDF facility.
3. Approximately 60 miles from this facility to TSDF.
Removing Siudge
1. Approximately 400,000 gallons of sludge will be removed.
2. Method of removing sludge and residuals.
a. Equipment for sludge removal is supplied by waste hauler and disposal
company .
b. Labor is supplied by contractor.
3. Treating Sludge.
a. N/A
bh. N/A
4, Disposing of sludge
a. N/A
b. Off-site disposal

1. Approximately 400,000 gallons to be disposed of.



11. D. 4. (cont.)
2. Will be land filled at certified site.
3. Disposal site located approximately 60 miles from facility.
IT1. Decontaminating the Facility.
A. Area of facility with potential soil contamination is approximately

3702 sq. yds.

1. Areas with potential contamination would include four existing lagoons.
a. Six samples of soil should be sufficient.
b. Extraction procedure toXicity test will be criteria for determining

contamination.

2. Approximately a two foot depth of soil will be removed.

3. Approximate amount of contaminated soil would be 2468 cu. yds.
a. N/A
b. 2468 cu. yds. to be disposed off-site.

B. All equipment requiring decontamination.

1. Bulldozer, dragline, and trucks.
Wash with water in a confined area bermed with sand.
a. Contractor to furnish Tabor.
b. 30 cu. yds. approximate.

2. Number of containers to be disposed.
N/A

3. Mix water and residue with sand in confined area and removed to a
certified Tand fill.
a. Quantity managed on-site

N/A |

b. Quantity disposed of off-site 30 to 40 cu. yds.

4. Estimate amount of water on-site requiring removal.

N/A
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T H E S T A N L E Y W O R K S
Since 18423

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

Jul 0 8

SO whSTE BRANCH
018, £DA, REGION V

Mr. Jim Roberts

Michigan Dept. of Natural Resources

608 West Allegan Street
Lansing, Michigan 48909

(203) 225-5111

June 5, 19886

Dear Jim:

Stanley Tools =~ Fowlerville is completing the closure of the
surface impoundments that were used to settle metal hydroxide sludge.
The actual work of removal commenced on October 7, 1985, All liquid
sludge was removed in approximately ten days. The balance of the
impoundments, including the vegetation, the exterior berms, 1interior
walls, and approximately 1-1/2 feet from the bottom was removed.
During November, 1985 the site experienced inclement weather and
operations ceased.

We have conducted random sampling to determine whether or not
additional soil needs to be removed. As per our discussion this
morning, we have previously submitted to Mr. Richard Traub at USEPA
Region 5 a summary of the activities on the lagoon and we indicated to
him when we made this submission in February, 1986 that we would be
proceeding with the remainder of the c¢lean-up as soon as the weather
permitted. We are anxious at this time to complete the closure.

I have enclosed for your review a copy of the random sampling
analytical work, as well as a copy of the background borings upon
which the clean standards were established. I have also included a
drawing indicating the locations at which the random samples were
taken. We have calculated the statistical 1imits for the clean
standards according to the background borings.



Jim Roberts Page 2 June 5, 1586

I will be in contact with you Friday, June o6th, to discuss this
submission. Stanley Tools - Fowlerville is interested in completing
the closure. However, I am concerned that to reach the clean
standards of the background borings, we would need to excavate an
additional three feet of soil at an appxoximate cost of $600,000.
Looking at the data, it appears that we would meet the environmental
concerns of the site by excavating in many cases one additional foot.
Your consideration of this request will be appreciated.

Thank you.

Yours very truly,
\ _

Whlie 17l

as _ Delia M. Christensen
R The Stanley Works
Stanley Laboratory
1309 Corbin Avenue
New Britain, Connecticut 06053

cc:. Bob Basch
Carol Witt



STATISTICAL LIMITS FOR CLEAN STANDARD

1 -3FT, 3.7F, 8.8 -10 Across Boring

Lavel 1 Level 2 _Level 3 All
N 18.8 24,1 36. 2,
e 8.2 M. 15.7 121
In 16,3 188, 300, 47,
Cu 12, s, 23, BRTH
cd 1,65 1.5 2, 1.7
As 2. 1.2 4.9 12.6
P 20.8 23.7 3. 2.

Level 1 - Sample 1 - Borings 1, 8, 4 3
Level 2 - Sample 2 - Barings 1, 2, & 3
Level 3 - Sample 3 - Borings 1, 2, &3

Al - Represents &11 samples, all bmriﬁgs
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Laboratory Services Divislon
A— 3490 North 4271h Sreet REFORT MAviBER B 2532

TRENEF  Brookfieks, Wikconsn 53006
é ? teisphone (d1d) 7836114

ANALYTICAL REPORT
DATE __August 20, 1985

L
10 Swanson Environmentel, Ine.

24158 Haggerty Road PURCHASE ORDER NO.

.Fermington Hille, MI 48024 SEIJOBNO, _ME3168/13800
‘ DATE COLLECTED 7=31=83

+Atten: Steve Ridellas . DATERECEVED B8-05<85

) PAGE__1__OF_J3
Soil Samples (Stanley Tool) . T

SRI ID 1800=1
Parameter Sample ID BGl-1/1let Run 2nd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg . 4.8 .8 4.8 4.8
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.8 1.6 1.8 1.5
Chromium, mg/kg 8 8 8 8
Copper, mg/kg 10 - 10 i0 11
Lead, mg/kg 21 21 21 21
Nickel, mg/kg 21 20 1% 20
2ine, mg/kg 101.5 100.9 101.1 101.2
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 - <0.08} <0.01 <0.01

SEI ID 3800-2
Parameter Sample ID BGl-2/lat Run 2nd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 3.4 1.3 3.4 2.9
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.4 1.5 1.8 1.8
Chromium, mg/kg i1 10 10 -9
Copper, mg/kg 13 14 13 14
Lead, mg/kg 23 23 23 23
Nickel, mg/kg 24 22 23 .23
Zine, mg/kg 177.9 17¢.5 178.9 178.9
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

Respectiully Submitted :

te: Cathy Clemson : Swanson Environmental, Inc.

Director



: < NIRRT . CRIBINAL
SR a:nmmswcéwmm .
00 North 127t Street
e e s REPORT NUMBER B 2332
é telenhons (414) 783-6111
r ' ANALYTICAL REPORT
S4iP . DATE _August 20, 1985
10 «Swanson Eavironmental, Inec. _ PURCHASE ORDER NO.
24158 Haggerty Road . SE1 JOB NO __ME3168/L3800
Farmington Hills, MI 48024 il
DATE COLECTED__]=31=83
+Atten: Steve Ridella DATE RECEVED,_8-05-83
_ PAGE.S . OF_3
-S.B__il Samples (Stanley Tool) T - o
SEx 1I» 3800=-13
Parameter Sample ID BGl~3/1st Run 2ad Run  3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/Kg 5.3 5.4 5.4 5.2
C&dmium, mg/kg 2'5 2-2 295 2'5
Chromium, mg/kg 16 16 16 16
Copper, mg/kg 22 23 23 23
Lead, mg/kg 29 29 28 29
Nickel, mg/kg kY] 38 37 38
Zive, mg/k 259.6 261.3 260,4 261.3
Cyanldaa. %otal, mg/gk <0.01 <0.01} <0.0} <0.0!1
SEI ID 3800-4
Parameter Sample 1D BGl-4/1st Run  2nd Run  3rd Run  4th Run
Arsenic, ng/kg 2.1 2.2 . 2.2 2.1
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.6 1.4 1.1 , 1.3
Chromium, mg/kg <4 <4 <4 <4
Coppexr, mg/kg 6 ' é 6 7
Lead, mg/kg 14 14 14 14
Nickal, mg/kg 12 10 11 1l
Zine, mg/kg 141,5 141.,7 141.3 141.1
Cyaunides, Total, umwg/kg _<0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Respactiuly Submitted
cet Cathy Clemeen X Swanson Environmerntal, Ine, ‘
o TWChalh
il amss Kinacher Norman Crabb, Ph.D.
Chenist Diresctor



Laporarary Services Dvilion
3490 Nosth 1271h Street

y
Brockfiekd, Wisconsin 53005
g % islsphone (414) 7836111
manne’

ORIGINAL

REPORT NUMBER B 2532

Swanson Envitonmeantal, Inc.

ANALYTICAL REFORT

PP _ DATE _August 20, 1983

© 34158 Haggerty Road T PURCHASE ORDER NO.
Farmington Hills, MI 48024 SEI JOBNO. _ME3168/13400

DATECOUECTED ... 2 =31=83
«Atten: Steve Ridelleas DATERECEVED __B=09=83
391_;1 Samplﬁ (Stmey Tool)
SEI ID 3800=3
Parameter Sample ID BG2-1/1at Run 2nd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 30.1 29.7 30.6 27.0
cadﬂium. n8/k8 106 1:3 1.7 1.5
Chromium, mg/kg 9 8 8 8
Copper, mg/kg 13 13 13 13
Lead, mg/kg 20 20 20 20
Niekel, mg/kg 18 18 18 18
2inc, mg/kg 227.0 226.4 227.3 226.,0
Cyanides, Tatal.lmg/kg <0.01 <D.01 <0.01 <0.01}
SEI ID 3800=~6

Parameter Sample ID BG2-2/1at Run 2nd Rus ird Run 4th Rum
Arsenic, mg/kg 3.6 3.6 3.1 3.2
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.6 1.3 1.3 1.6
Chromium, mg/kg 12 12 12 12
Copper, mg/kg 16 16 16 17
Lead, mg/kg 25 25 28 25
Nickel, mg/kg 26 26 26 26
Zine, mg/kg 113.5 114.7 115.0 115,2
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
cet Cathy Clemgon Respectiully Submitted

famae Kinscher Norman Crabb,
Chemist Director

PR.D.
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Laborarony Sarvices Dvislon

3490 North 1271h Stree!
Brookfiald, Wisconun 53008

talepnhone (414) 783-6191

ORIGINAL

REFORTNUMBER B 2532

. ANALYTICAL REPORT
Ll DATE . August 20, 1988
10 -Swanson Environmentsal, Iac, ‘ -
24158 Haggerty Road PURCHASE ORDER NO. -
.Farmingten Hille, MI 48024 SEI JOBNO. ME3L68/L3800 =~
DATECOLLECTED . 7=31-85
.Atten: Steve Ridella DATE RECEIVED _ 8-03-85
PAGE_4 _OF_S
S$oil Samples (Stanley Tool) T o
SEI 1ID 3800~7
Parameter Sauple ID BG2=3/18t Run 2nd Run 3ré Run 4th Rusn
Arsenic, mg/kg 4.1 4.2 4.8 4.5
Cadmium, wmg/kg 1.4 i.6 1.2 1.9
Chromium, mg/kg 14 14 15 14
Copper, mg/kg 23 22 23 23
Lead, mg/kg 32 32 24 32
Nickel, mg/kg 33 33 33 33
Zinc, mg/kg 301.0 301.0 302.2 3o2.0
Cyantides, Total, mg/kg <0.01. 7 <0,01 <0.01 <0.01
SEI ID 3800-8
Parameter Sample ID BG3-1/18t Run 2nd Run ird Ru=n 4th Run
‘Arsenic, mg/kg 12.6 T21.,7 22.4 21.4
Cadmium, mg/kg 1.1 1.2 ' 0.8 0.6
Chromium, mg/kg 8 8 8 8
Copper, mg/kg 11 11 11 10
Lead, ag/kg 21 21 21 21
Nickel, mg/kg 15 15 16 15
2inc, mg/kg 34,1 34.3 34.1 34,2
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <0.01 <0.0} <0.01
Respectfully Submitied
cet  Cathy Clemson Swanson Environmental, Inc.
! % /
. T{TCradd
ames Xinscher Norman LIabd, Ph.D.

FORRA b0, O

“Chemist Directorx
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SWEY LT EFNVIRCY YN TTRL VI ORIGINAL
JRERNE _oborotory Senvices Division

3400 Nextn 1271
‘WMJ:“?;:"% ) RERORT NuwBER B 2532
é feiephone (414) 7836111
A’ ) ANALYTICAL REPORT
L Envi cal. 1 DATE _August 20, 1985
1© +Swanscn Environmenta ne. S
246158 Haggerty Road ' PUKB#BECEBﬁz?fze/L 500
.Farmington Hills, MI 48024 ' SEI JOB NO 3
- DATE COLECTED . 1=31-83
.Atten: Steve Ridella DATE RECEVED __8-05-83
‘ PAGE.S __CF__ 5

8011 §;mpl=:L_(s£;hley Toel)

SEI ID 3800-9 :
Parameter Ssmple ID BG3=-2/1at Run Znd Bun 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, nmg/kg 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.1
Cadmium, mg/kg ‘ 1.0 1.0 0.8 ‘1.0
Chromium, mg/kg 10 9 9 9
Copper, mg/kg ' 12 13 13 14
Lead, mg/kg .20 20 20 20
Nickel, mg/kg 1¢ 18 18 19
Z2inc, mg/kg 556 560 554 558
Cyanidaeas, Total, mg/kg 1 . <0.01 <0,01 <0.01 <0.01

S8EI ID 3800-10 .
Parameter Sample ID BC3~3/1st Run 2nd Run 3rd Run 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg. 4.4 4,5 4.6 4.7
Cadmium, mg/kg 0.8 1.2 i.2 1.4
Chromium, mg/kg 17 16 1?7 17
Copper, mg/kg 23 22 22 24
Lead, mg/kg 3l 3l 31 3l
Nickel, mg/kg 35 34 36 3s
Zinc, mg/kg 602 605 6C0 603
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <0.0! <0.,01 <0.01
S Respectiully Submitted
ce: Cethy Clemaen Swaﬂscn Environmental; Inc.
émea Kinschaer Horma grfﬁb Ph.D.
Chemiet Directorx

$Ode WD, R
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ﬁmaﬂvmmmm
ofy Services Divaion
umnwnmmsm

Broouteic, Wisconsin 53008
i telechone (414) 783-6111

CRIGINAL

REFORTNUMBER B 2832

ANALYTICAL REPORT
SHIP DATE _Auguegt 26, 1985
1© ¢« Swanson Environzmental, Inc. PURCHASE ORDER NO.

246158 Haggerty Road
. Farmington Hille, MI SEILJOB NO. _ME3168/13800

48024 DATE COLLECTED _7=31=85

« Atten: Steve Ridella. DATE RECEVED __8-05-85
' ' . PAGE..L _OF .2 .
Seil SanplT(SEanle—;LTool - Duplicate)
SEI Ib 3800-1
Parameter Sample ID BGi-i/lst BRum 2nd Run  3xd Run 4th Run
Argenic, mg/kg 6.8 7.6 7.3 7.2
Cadwmium, mg/kg . 1.2 1,2 1.2 l,2
Chromfum, mg/kg 10 10 10 10
Copper, mg/kg . 11 11 11 11
Lead, mg/kg © 12 12 12 12
Nickel, mg/kg 14 14 14 14
Zinc, mg/ksg 157 158 158 157
Cysnides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <0.01 <0,01 <0.01
- SEI 1D 38003
Farameter Sample TD BGl-3/1st Run 2nd Run 3rd Run 4¢th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 3.9 3.8 3.4 3.6
Cadmium, mg/kg 2.6 2.4 2.6 2.4
Chromium, mg/kg 18 18 18 18
Copper, mg/kg 22 22 22 21
Lead, mg/kg , 28 22 28 28
Nickel, mg/kg : 36 37 36 36
Zinc, mg/kg 242 242 242 243
Cyanides, Total, mg/kg <0.01 <Q,01 <0.01 <0.01
Respactiully Submitted

ect Cacthy Clemson

4.

A

Swaonson Environmental. inc,

Aamag Kinascher

Chemist

Norman Crabb, Ph.D.

Director
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CRIGINAL
M 5ol Sonocos Do -
s d.W’lIconﬂl‘?g.m . REsORTMUMEBER B 2532
% ? telaphone (414) 7830144
Ay ' ANALYTICAL REPORT
P : | DATE _August 26, 1985
10 ¢« Swansen Environmental, Inc. PURCHASE ORDER NO
« Farmington Hilla, MI 48024
DATE COLLECTED __ 7=31-83
« Atten: Steve Ridella DATE RECEiVED ... 8-05-85
PAGE. & OF _2
801l Samples (Stanley Tool = Duplicate)
SEI ID 3800-4 | \
Parametar Sample 1D BGl-4/1st Run 2nd Rup _3rd Runm 4th Run
Arsenic, mg/kg 3.2 3.3 3.2 3.3
Cadmium, =mg/kg 1.4 i.4 1.5 1.3
Chromium, mg/kg .4 4 4 4
Copper, mg/kg _ 5 S 6 5
Lead, mg/kg 14 - 14 14 14
Nickel, mg/kg 9 S 9 8
Zinc, mg/kg 152 151 151 132
Cyanides, Totel, mg/kg <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
ec: Cathy Clemsen Respectfully Submitted

Swanson Environmentol, Ine.

- .
)Zmu Kinlchtr Norukn Crabb, Fh.D.

Chemiat Director
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ANALYTICAL REPORT RO e A

Report Date 05-12-8
ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH GROUP INC. ©P &
117 M. FIRST
i ARBOR, MICHICAM 48104 (313) &&62-3104
Client P.O. Samples Recvd: 04~-18-8&4
Report: 18343 Refer Questions Te:
_ . ROBYN WOOLEY
Cliant:
STAMLEY TOOLS DIVISION
428 FRANK STREET
FOWLERVILLE:, MI 48334
&dttention: MIKE STOCK <
+ 3%
Residual Sanples Hill Be Held
TNE WEEKS
e
§
T Client I.D.: oWz .
ERG Sanple No.: 04/150424
Matrix: NATURAL WATER
Paranpter ‘ Result Units
CADMIUM, DISSCLVED NR (0. 01} ay /L
CHROMIUM, DISSOLVED <0. 02 mg /L.
COPPER, DISSCLVED {O 02 ing /L.
CYANIDE, TOTAL <0. 01 ag /L
NICKEL . DISSCLVED <0. 05 ny L.
SPECIFIC CONDUCTANCE ] . F00 . uthoscm
ZINC: BRISSSLVED i , i.4 ngfL
pH _ : 7.4 s. U
Client I.D. : OWNSS
ERG Sample No.: 0471304323
' Matrin: NATURAL WATER
Pargmeter : : Result tUnits
CADMIUM. DISSOLVED ND (C. 01} ma /L
CHROMIUM, DIGLOLVED - : - 0. 02 m3 /L.
COPPER, DISSGLVED ‘ <0. 02 mg /L
CYANIDE, TOTAL <0, 01 mg /L.
NICHEL . DISSCLVED <Q. 05 ng/L
SPECIFIC CCMDUCTANCE 1600 unho/em
ZINC, DISEOLVED . _ Q.10 rg /L.
pH ' 8. 4 s. U
Cilient [ D. OWes
ERG Sample NQ.: 04/130426
Matrin: NATURAL WATER
araneter Result Units
CADMIUM, DISSTLVED ND (0. 01) mg 7L
CHROMIUM, DISCSOLVED ND (0. 02) my/L
COPPER: DI=8CLVED <0. 02 mg /Ll
CYANIDE., TQJTal 0. 03 mg /L.
NICKEL , DISGCLVED : ND (0. 05) m3 /L
SPECIFIC CUONDUTTANCE 2650 wsho/scnm

\\ Page 1 See last page for 2xplanation of symbols.




ANALYTICAL REPORT

ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH GROUP, INC.

Froject:

§ A4234%
Report Date: 05-12-86&

__Paranater
DISSOLVED

ZING,
pH

Client I.0.
ERC Sanple Nu
Matris:

"~ _Parameber

Client I D.

ERC Gample No.:

Matrix:

CaDMIUM, DISSCLVED
CHROMIUM, DISSOLVED
COPPER., DISSCLVED
CYANIDE. TST&L
WICKEL . DISSCLVED
SPECIFIC CGNDUCTANCE
ZINC, DISSOLVeD

pH

Pargmefar

Clzent I.D.
ERC Sample No
Matrix:

CADMIUM, DISSULVED
CHROMIUM, DISSOLVED
COPPER, DISSCLVED
CYANIDE. TOTAL
NICKE( , DISSOLVED
SPECIFIC CONDUCTANCE
ZINC, DISEDLVED
pH

Paramagter

Client I.D.
ERC Sample Na
Hatr1x

CADMIUM, DRISSCLVED
CHROMIUM, DISSOLVED
COPPER, DISSCLVED
CYANIDE. TOTAl
NICKEL , DISECLVED
SPECIFIC CONDUCTANCE
ZINC, DISSCLYVeD
pH

Fage 2

See last page for explanation of symbols,

oWIS
047150426
NATURAL WATER
Resyly Units
0. 0% ng /L
2.2 S
OWiis
Q&4 /190427
NATURAL WATER
Result Units
ND (0 01) ng /L
ng/L
CO 02 oz /L
0. 01 ng/l
0.13 ng /L
2220 udhe/cn
8.8 mg /Ll
&.8 S. 4.
0N12$
0471350428
NATURAL WATER
Rasult Units
ND (0 01> mgfL
mg /L.
(0 02 mg /L
0. 01 g /L
<0. 05 mg /L
2200 uatha/cm
0. 3& mg /i
7.0 g, u
oWiosg
04/130429
NATURAL WATER
Result Units
€£0. 01 mg /L.
€0. 02 - mg /L
<0. 02 g fL
<0. 01 mg /L
<0. Q5 mg/L
2400 umho/ecm
. 0.19 mg /L
8 3 S U,




ANALYTICAL REPORT rogect: | as234

g
Report Date: 0S5~-12-84
ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH GROUP, INC. g
Client I.D.: UPSTREAM
ERGC Sample No.: 04/150430
_ Matrix: NATURAL WATER
Paranstec _ Result nit
CADMIUNM, DiSSCLVED o MDD (Q. 013 mg/L
CHROMIUM, DISSOLVED. - ' 0. G2 mg /L
COPPER: DISSCLVED <0. 02 my /L.
. CYANIDE:, TOTaL <0, 01 mg /L
NICKEl. , DigSCLVED o ND (Q. 05) mg /L.
SPECIFIC CONDUCTaNCE - &00 uaha/cm
ZINC, DBISSCLVed ' Q.03 mg Al
aH = - 7.6 sl
Client I.D.: DOWNSTREAM
ERC Samplae Ne.: 047150431
. tHHatrix: NATURAL WATER
Paranater ' . Result Units
CADMIUM, DISECLVED . <0. 01 mg /L
CHROMIUM, DISEILVED <0. 02 ng /L
COPPER, DISSCLVED. <0, 02 my /L
CYANIDE. TCGTAL ) ' <0. 017 mg /L.
NICKEL. , DRISSCLVED f <0. 08 ag /L
SPECIFIC CUONDUSTANCE ' . Fals] umho/cm
ZINC, DISSSLVED 0. 02 g /L
pH = 7.7 &30,
SD-Sample damaged - WNO~Nondetected, Detection limit in ()
FR—-See +ield rveport for result <“~Positive result at an unquantifiable
‘R-See attached report concentration below indicated level
iA—-Result not applicable to test
Thank you for your business. Fage 3 lLast Page
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Scoil Analyses
Stanley Tools Fowlerville

Cu Zn
29 65
i1 44
21 30
16 23
84 102
49 45
27 37
25 25
24 22
16 29
11 19
10 18

116 110
54 54
25 29
14 15

8 23
26 41
14 15
11 18

780 163
12 32
44 38
21 12
g4 108
23 38
71 54
50 27
37 44
80 70
19 - 28
11 : 17
88 . 13
31 10
31 12
16 17
35 62
24 22
15 20

18 : 17



NOTE:

i

surface

1* below surface

2 below surface

o 0 WP
i

3' below surface

All sample results for Pb and Cd were less than detection limits.

Pb <«5.0
Ccd <«1.5

All results expressed in mg/kg.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

oAy
i 9
ey

%
2 REGION 5
' 5 234 SOUTH DEARBORN 57,
4\\0 CHICAGO, ILLIMNOIS 606104
AL prot®”
REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:
5HS=-13
SEP 27 1985 : .

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Delia M. Christensen

Chief Chemist - Environmental Science
Stanley Laboratory

1309 Corbin Avenue

New Britain, Connecticut 06053

RE: <Closure Plan
Stanley Tools - Fowlerviile
MID 099 124 299

Dear Ms. Christensen:

We have reviewed the closure plan dated March 27, 1985 and the revisions to
the plan dated September 20, 1985. These plans are hereby approved subject
to the conditions described in the enclosure to this letter, Please be aware
that closure does not terminate interim status. A corrective action order
may be issued to your facility, if the United States Environmental Protection
Agency determines tnat a release of hazardous waste ar hazardous waste con-
stituents is taking or has taken place.

When closure is completed, please submit the certification required by
40 CFR 265.115.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Richard Traub of my staff, at
(312) 886-6138, ,

Sincerely,

Basf?éggjﬁééiz:;te1oef Dirdctor

Waste Management Division

cc: Alan J. Howard, MDNR w/enclosure
John Bohunsky, MDNR w/enclosure



NLEY TOOLS - FOWLERVILLE
MID 099 124 299

CLOSURE PLAN APPROVAL
CONDITIONS

As of May 8, 1985 the placement of bulk or non-containerized liquid hazard-
Ous waste in a landfill is prohibited, even if absorbents have been added,
The waste must be stabilized or treated and solidified by other means, pricer
to its off-site disposal in a landfill.

Submit the following within 10 days of determination:
- grid sampling pattern |
- grid sample point concentrations
- results of statistical comparison

between grid point values and
background,
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1843 1093

THE STANLEY WC}‘RKS

1000 Stanley Drive, New Britain, CT 06053 (203) 22‘5 51 l L.

April 13, 1993 TR AT o

Mr. Valdas V. Adamkus
EPA Region V

Federal Building

230 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Ms. Julie Belaga

EPA Region I

John F. Kennedy Federal Building
Boston, MA 02203

Dear Regional Administrators:

I enclose herewith the following:

1. a letter signed by the Chief Financial Officer of The
Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the
financial test to demonstrate financial responsibility
for liability coverage and closure and/or post-closure
care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265;

2. a copy of the Annual Report of The Stanley Works for the
latest completed fiscal year containing a certified
public accountant's report on the audit of the
consolidated financial statements of The Stanley Works
and subsidiaries;

3. a special report from our independent certified public
accounts stating that the data cited in the letter from
the Chief Financial Officer and specified as having been
derived from the independently audited year end
consolidated financial statements for the latest fiscal
year have been compared with the amounts in such
financial statements and that, in connection with that
procedure, no matter came to the auditors attention which
caused them to believe that the specified data should be
adjusted.

Slncer 1y,

. Guerrera, Manager



=l ERNST & YOUNG

& Goodwin Square ® Phone: 203 247 3100
225 Asylum Street

Hartford, Connecticut 06103

Report of Independent Accountants on Compliance

Board of Directors
The Stanley Works

We have read the letter to the Environmental Protection Agency signed March 31, 1993 from the
Vice President, Finance and Chief Financial Officer of The Stanley Works submitted in support
of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial responsibility for liability coverage and
closure and/or post-closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, and
have compared the data therein specified as having been derived from the independently audited
financial statements of The Stanley Works for the fiscal year ended January 2, 1993 with the
amounts in such financial statements.

In connection with that procedure, nothing came to our attention that caused us to believe that the
specified data should be adjusted.
Sanit + M

March 31, 1993
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1843-1993

THE STANLEY WORKS

1000 Stanley Drive, New Britain, CT 06053 (203) 225-5111

Mr. Valdas V. Adankus
EPA Region V

Federal Building

230 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Ms. Julie Belaga

EPA Region I

John F. Kennedy Federal Building
Boston, MA 02203

I am the Chief Financial Officer of The Stanley Works, 1000
Stanley Drive, New Britain, CT 06050. This letter is in support
of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial
responsibility for liability coverage and closure and/or post-
closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265.

The firm identified above is the owner or operator of the
following facilities for which liability coverage for both sudden
and non-sudden accidental occurrences is being demonstrated

through the financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts
264 and 265:

Sudden and Non-Sudden Accidental Occurrences
Stanley Tools - Fowlerville

EPA ID # MID099124299

425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, MI 28836

Sudden Accidental Occurrences
The Stanley Works - New Britain
EPA ID# CTD010170363

195 Lake Street

New Britain, CT 06050

The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR parts 264 and 265, liability
coverage for both sudden and non-sudden accidental occurrences at

the following facilities owned or operated by the following:
NONE .

The firm identified above is: (1) not applicable or NONE;
(2) not applicable or NONE: or (3) not applicable or NONE.



i. The firm identified above owns or operates the following
facilities for which financial assurance for closure or post-
closure care or liability coverage is demonstrated through the
financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265. The current clesure and/or post closure cost estimate
covered by the test are shown for each facility:

Closure and Post-Closure Care

EPA ID# MID099124299

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville

425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, MI 48836

Closure Cost Estimate; $ 1,452,127
Post Closure Cost Estimate; $ 346,720

Closure

EPA ID# CTD010170363

The Stanley Works

195 Lake Street

New Britain, CT 06050

Closure Cost Estimate; $§ 297,374

2. The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, the closure
and post-closure care or liability coverage of the following
facilities owned or operated by the guaranteed party. The
current cost estimates for the closure or post-closure care so
guaranteed are shown for each facility: NONE.

3. In States where EPA is not administering financial
requirements of Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, this firm
is demonstrating financial assurance for the closure or post-
closure care of the following facilities through the use of a
test equivalent or substantially equivalent to the financial test
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265. The current
closure and post-closure cost estimates covered by such a test
are shown for each facility: NONE.

4. The firm identified above owns or operates the following
hazardous waste management facilities for which financial
assurance for closure or if a disposal facility, post-closure
care, is not demonstrated either to EPA or a State through the
financial test or any other financial assurance mechanisms
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265 or equivalent
or substantially equivalent State mechanisms. The current
closure and/or post-closure cost estimates not covered by such
financial assurance are shown for each facility: NONE.

5. This firm is the owner or operator of the following UIC
facilities for which financial assurance for plugging and
abandonment is required under 40 CFR Part 144. The current
closure cost estimates as required by 40 CFR Part 144.62 are
shown for each facility: NONE.

This firm is required to file a Form 10K with the Securities
and Exchange Commission (SEC) for the latest fiscal year.

Page 2 of 3



The fiscal year of this firm ends on January 2. The figures
for the follow1ng items marked with an asterisk are derived from
the firm's independently audited, year-end financial statements
for the latest completed fiscal year ended January 2, 1993.

PART B - CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE CARE
AND LIABILITY COVERAGE
ALTERNATIVE I

1. Sum of current closure and post-closure
cost estimates.....cceeeocas LI iT S 2,096,221
2. Amount of annual aggregate liability
coverage to be demonstrated..... S E A e S 10,000,000
= sum of 1ines 1 & Leessasnssmosasssimssss i $ 12,096,221
*4. Total liabilitieS..ceceeess ¥ S e e e e e e @ $ 911,300,000
*5, Tangible net worth.....ceveccccsn . $ 521,000,000
*6. Net worth....vccevvcoccccnsnancas cesscsees® 696,300,000
*7, CUrrent ASSELS . .vswiesesonsesssssassss ees$ 778,700,000
*8. current liabilities.:ccssssesessesssesssses $ 329,900,000
9. Net working capital.....ccceeoee SR C— $ 448,800,000
#10. The sum of net income plus depreciation,
depletion, and amortization......... cesess$ 176,600,000
%#11. Total assets in U.Sccccosscoscscse o i SR e $1,002,100,000
YES NO
12. Is line 5 at least $10 million?...ccoevese X
13. Is line 5 at least 6 times line 32........ X
14. 1Is line 9 at least 6 times line 37....... X
*15. Are at least 90% of assets located in U.S. ’ X
16. Is line 11 at least 6 times line 3?....... X
17. 1Is line 4 divided by line 6 less than 2.0? X
18. Is line 10 divided line 4 greater than 0.1?7 X
19. TIs line 7 divided by line 8 greater
Ehan. X:iB8Puiwimans v aw s NSRRI R R E W X

I hereby certify that the Wordlng of this letter is
identical to the wordlng specified in 40 CFR 264. 151(g) as such
regulations were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

R. A. Hunter
Vice President, Finance and Chief Financial Officer

'%.?/;%%

Date

Page 3 of 3



T H E S T A N L EY WORKTS

Since 1843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

March 28, 1991 (203) 225-5111
Mr. Valdaz Adamkus 07 LMY
EPA Region V CCTAR

Federal Building

230 South Dearborn

Chicago,

Illinois 60604

Ms. Julie Belaga
EPA Region T

John F.
Boston,

Kennedy Federal Building
MA 02203

Dear Regional Administrators:

I enclose herewith the following:

1.

RECEIVED 9

a letter signed by the Chief Financial Officer of The
Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the
financial test to demonstrate financial responsibility
for liability coverage and closure and/or post-closure

care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265;

a copy of the Annual Report of The Stanley Works for the
latest completed fiscal year containing a certified
public accountant's report on the audit of the
consolidated financial statements of The Stanley Works
and subsidiaries;

a special report from our independent certified public
accounts stating that the data cited in the letter from
the Chief Financial Officer and specified as having been
derived from the independently audited year end
consolidated financial statements for the latest fiscal
yvear have been compared with the amounts in such
financial statements and that, in connection with that
procedure, no matter came to the auditors attention which
caused them to believe that the specified data should be
adjusted.

Sincer

ely,

6rporate Environmental
Specialist
The Stanley Works

U. 8, EBA REGION B
OFFICE OF REGIONAL ABMINISTRATOR



STANLEY

T H E S T A N L EY W ORIK S
Since 1843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

(203) 225-5111

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus

EPA Region V

Federal Building

230 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Ms. Julie Belaga

EPA Region I

John F. Kennedy Federal Building
Boston, MA 02203

I am the Chief Financial Officer of The Stanley Works, 1000
Stanley Drive, New Britain, CT 06050. This letter is in support
of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial
responsibility for liability coverage and closure and/or post-
closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265.

The firm identified above is the owner or operator of the
following facilities for which liability coverage for both sudden
and non-sudden accidental occurrences is being demonstrated
through the financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts
264 and 265:

Sudden and Non-Sudden Accidental Occurrences
Stanley Tools - Fowlerville

EPA ID # MID099124299

425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, MI 28836

Sudden Accidental Occurrences
The Stanley Works — New Britain
EPA ID# CTD010170363

195 Lake Street

New Britain, CT 06050

The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR parts 264 and 265, liability
coverage for both sudden and non-sudden accidental occurrences at
the following facilities owned or operated by the following:
NONE.

The firm identified above is: (1) not applicable or NONE:
(2) not applicable or NONE; or (3) not applicable or NONE.



i. The firm identified above owns or operates the following
facilities for which financial assurance for closure or post-
closure care or liability coverage is demonstrated through the
financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265. The current closure and/or post closure cost estimate
covered by the test are shown for each facility:

Closure and Post-Closure Care

EPA ID# MID099124299

Stanley Tocls - Fowlerville

425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, MI 48836

Closure Cost Estimate; $ 1,356,103
Post Closure Cost Estimate; $ 323,792

Closure

EPA ID# CTDO10170363

The Stanley Works

195 Lake Street

New Britain, CT 06050

Closure Cost Estimate; § 307,339

2. The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, the closure
and post-closure care or liability coverage of the following
facilities owned or cperated by the guaranteed party. The
current cost estimates for the closure or post-closure care sc¢
guaranteed are shown for each facility: HONE.

3. In States where EPA is not administering financial
requirements of Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, this firm
is demonstrating financial assurance for the closure or post-
closure care of the following facilities through the use of a
test equivalent or substantially equivalent to the financial test
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265. The current
closure and post-closure cost estimates covered by such a test
are shown for each facility: HNONE.

4. The firm identified above owns or operates the following
hazardous waste management facilities for which financial
assurance for closure or if a disposal facility, post-closure
care, 1is not demonstrated either to EPA or a State through the
financial test or any other financial assurance mechanisms
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265 or equivalent
or substantially equivalent State mechanisms. The current
closure and/or post-closure cost estimates not covered by such
financial assurance are shown for each facility: NONE.

5. This firm is the owner or operator of the following UIC
facilities for which financial assurance for plugging and
abandonment is required under 40 CFR Part 144. The current
closure cost estimates as required by 40 CFR Part 144.62 are
shown for each facility: NONE.
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The fiscal year of this firm ends on December 29. The
figures for the following items marked with an asterisk are
derived from the firm's independently audited, year-end financial
statements for the latest completed fiscal year ended December
29, 1990.

PART B - CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE CARE
AND LIABILITY COVERAGE
ALTERNATIVE T

1s Sum of current closure and post-closure
cost estimdtes s sssmesmiwinsnimsmimamsss @ S 1,987,234
2 Amount of annual aggregate liability
coverage to be demonstrated......ceo0000.0 S 10,000,000
s sum 6f 1ines 1 & Zesissseensvnscsosarsaswsnss S 11,987,234
*4, Total liablilitieSiviscssesesssmsonesessss s S 797,300,000
*5 ., Tangible net worth......cccevoeesnsocnnncs $ 592,200,000
*6 ., Net worth......cccciveeercccsncncnsnsasnscs $ 696,500,000
*7. CUYTENLE a88e0S s cnsn s s siimie s inemsmpmine s S 744,200,000
*8, Current liabilities.civesssasssesssanassss S 282,400,000
9. Net. working: Capltal . v v ws s v ow s0e w5 vom 508 w6 $ 461,800,000
#10. The sum of net income plus depreciation,
depletion, and amortization......ecoceoeee.. $ 180,900,000
*¥11: Total SS8etS 10 TS o8 os 0w 08 0is 508 508 Gub 558 bk $ 928,200,000
YES NO
12. Is line 5 at least %10 million?....ccc0.c.. X
13. Is line 5 at least 6 times line 372........ X
14 Is line 9 at least 6 times line 3?........ X
*15 Are at least 90% of assets located in U.S.? X
16, Is line 11 at least 6 times line 37....... X
17. 1Is line 4 divided by line 6 less than 2.07? X
18. 1Is line 10 divided line 4 greater than 0.17 X
19. Is line 7 divided by line 8 greater
than 1.57.ccccooveccccscanssossnsasascaccsns X

I hereby certify that the wording of this letter is
identical to the wording specified in 40 CFR 264.151(g) as such
regulations were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

\
71

R. A. Hunter
Vice President, Finance and Chief Financial Officer

) B
= o)

Date
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Ell ERNST & YOUNG

w One Constitution Plaza ® Phone: 203 247 3100
Hartford, Connecticut 06103

REPORT OF INDEPENDENT ACCOUNTANTS ON COMPLIANCE

The Stanley Works
World Headquarters

We have read the letter to the Environmental Protection Agency signed
March 25, 1991 from the Vice President, Finance and Chief Financial
Officer of The Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the
financial test to demonstrate financial responsibility for liability
coverage and closure and/or post-closure care as specified in Subpart H
of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, and have compared the data therein specified
as having been derived from the independently audited financial
statements of The Stanley Works for the fiscal year ended December 29,
1990 with the amounts in such financial statements.

In connection with that procedure, nothing came to our attention that
caused us to believe that the specified data should be adjusted.

Sanet ¢

March 26, 1991
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DaYID F. HALES, Diractor

Region III Headguarters
P.0. Box 30028, Lansing, MI 48909

April 26, 1990

Mr. William J. Guerrera

Corporate Envirommental Specialist
The Stanley Works

1000 Stanley Drive

New Britain, CT 06050

MID 09% 124 299
Fowlerville, Michigan

Dear Mr. Guerrera:

The Department of Natural Resources staff has evaluated the
financial assurance documents submitted to this office for your
Fowlerville, Michigan facility.

Based on the information and documents obtained from you on
August 1, 1989, March 30, april 23, 1990, and other documents
filed with this office, your company has demonstrated financial
assurance for closure/post closure and 1liability coverage by
utilizing the Financial Test and Irrevocable Letter of Credit.

These financial assuranceJhocuments appear tc be adeguate and
meet the regquirements of Part 7 of the Act 64 Administrative

Rules, and 40 CFR 264.147(f) of the Resource Conservatiocn and
Recovery Act (RCRA). -

Thank you for your cooperation in regards to this matter.

Sincerely,

&%
Leroy/Vahovick ekwff
Envifonmental Quality Analyst
WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION
Lansing District Office
517-322~-5104

LV:aw
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‘Part 7 R299.9701 to R2992.9710

Notes Facilities not yet issued an operating license in
accordance with Part 5 of these rules shall comply
with Financial capability, Part 7, of these rules,
by August 14, 198%. Rule 701.({(2) Federal and State
facilities are exempt from financial capability
requirements.

Cost estimate for Closure and Post Closure Care Rule 702(1):
40 CFR 264.142 and 264.144

Violation
class Yes No N/A

1. 1Is the written closure cost - J. a&%;ﬁ7’ S £ a” 122j7"
estimate available and on -
site? 264.142(4) p I
Note: Indicate the amount:

2. Is the written post closure
cost estimate available and
on site 264.144(d) (Required
only for disposal surface
impoundment, land treatment,
landfill unit or waste pile.
Note: Indicate the amount:

3. a) Have any revisions been
made to the clogsure/post
closure plan which increase
the cost of closure/post
closure? 264.142(c) and

264.144(c). B”/

b) If yes, were the cost
estimate(s) revised to
reflect this increase within
30 days of approval to
-modify closure/post closure
plan?

9=28-89
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Vialation
Class Yes No N/A

4, Have the closure/post closure 3
cost estimates been adjusted (774
for inflation by either recal- -~ - ~ s oo X fodeE
culating cost estimates or 19993 LsFrecwrd - /@55‘4 #5e

using an inflation factor Topal Aaffoved Forots Ffor IFF0
derived from the most recent /';a

implicit price deflation? £/ 3, ¥R 2T
264.142(b) and 264.144(b) - &éy{> I

a)Have closure/post closure
cost estimates been revised
within 30 days after firm’s
fiscal year (for facilities
using financial test or P///
corporate guarantee)?

b)For all other financial
instruments, have closure/
post closure cost estimates
been revised within &0 days
prior to anniversary date of V//’
establishment?

5. Have closure/post closure
cost estimates for facili-
ties using financial test
or corporate guarantee been
revised within 30 days after
close of firms fiscal year? V///
264.142(b) and 264.144(b)

6. For all other financial
instruments have closure/
post closure cost estimates
for facilities been revised
within 60 days of their
anniversary date of establish- _
ment? 264.142(b) and 264.144(b) L~

7. Have the closure/post closure
cost estimates been adjusted
by either recalculating cost
estimates or using the most
recent appropriate inflation
factor? 264.142(b) 264.144(Db)

Comments:




Financial Assurance for 01bsure/Post Closure Care Rule 703

8. Indicate which of the following financial mechanism{s) are
used to establish financial assurance for closure/post
closure care Rule 703(1). &lso, indicate 1f its for
¢losure/post closure care Rule 7083 (1).

Trust fund Rule 704

Surety bond guaranteeing performance
of clesure/spost closure care. Rule 705

Letter of Credit, Rule 706,

Certificate of Deposit or Time Deposit
account. Rule 707

Closure post/closure insurance Rule 708

P/// Financial test and corporate guarantee for
closure/post closure Rule 709.

Vielation
Class Jes No N/A

9. If multiple mechanisms are
used are they limited to
trusts, surety bonds, letters yr7a@caca )l
of credit certificates of 72 7
deposits and insurance? Frawocoas  [EZ
Rule 703(2)

10. Are financial assurance
machanisms used for more
than cne facility?
Rule 703(3). If so, indi=-
cate their names and ID p////
number.

e semm—n

Comments: ;iiécgﬁkawCJd425 ¢£;crn2f=' e
/yadféz,’ /%//}x:_(‘# C??\ yfd (/’//‘)/i'z

FINANCIAL MECHANISMS

11. Trust fund. Rule 704
A, Is trust agreement on
DNR approved form? v//’/
Rule 704(1)




12.

12.

130

14.

Violation

B. Is trust funded at 100%
' closure/post cleosure cost.
Rule 704(2).

If no, indicate amount.

Surety Bond Guarantee.

Rule 705

A, I=s bond executed on DNR
approved form?
Rule 705(1)

B. Is sum of bond egual or
greater than closure/post
closure costs? Rule 705
(4). If no, indicate
amount.

Letter of Credit Rule 706

A. Is letter of credit
executed on a form
approved by Director.
Rule 706(1)

B. Is letter of credit
accompanied by a letter
from owner/operator pro=
viding the following:

EPA ID number; name and
address of faclility;
amount of funds assured
for clesure/post closure?
Rule 706(3)

C. Is letter of credit equal

Class

Yes

No N/&

te or greater than closure/

post closure costs?
Rule 706(5)

If no, indicate
amount.

Certificate of deposit/time

deposit. Rule 707

A Is certificate or account
in only name of the
director?
Rule 707(2)




Is there an agrsement

which,. identifies reas

Violation
Class Yes No

ons

which director may cash
the certificate or account
on a DNR approved form?

Rule 707(3)

Is certificate for amount
equal to closure/post
closure cost estimates.

Rule 707(4).

If no, indicate amount.

15. Closure/post closure
insurance. Rule 708.

AU

Does certificate use
wording approved by
director: or

A certified true and
complete copy of the
policy. Rule 708(1)

Is the closure/post
closure insurance

policy issued for face

amount at least equal

to current closure/post

closure cost estimate

" Rule 708(4).

If no, indicatée
amount.

?

16. If using multiple assurance
mechanisms, do they equal
or exceed closure/post
closure cost estimates?
Rule 703(2}.

Indicate total.

Comments:




i7.

Financial teést and corporate
guarantee, Rule 709. For
financial test does the owne

Viclation

r

Class

operator meet & or B? Rule 709(1)

A. All of the following:

1. Two of the following
three ratios:

Comments:

a-l

b.

Ratic of liabilities

to net worth less than 2.
A4 ratio of sum of net
income plus depreciation
depletion and amortization
to total liablilities of
more than 0.1l.

A ratio of current
assets to liabilities
of more than 1.5. and:
Net working capital
and tangible net worth
each not less than 6
times the sum of
closure and post/closure
cost estimates.
Tangible net worth not
less than $10,000,000
and:
Assets in the U.S. not
less than 90% of total
assets or not less than
6 times the closure/post
closure costs and:
Total assets in
Michigan not less than
$50,000,000 or not
less than 6 times sum
of approved closure/
post closure cost
estimates (larger of
the two).

or all of the following:

-



Violation :
Class Yes No N/A

B. 1. &n dcceptable Standard and
Pogors or Moody’s Rating for

the most recent bond

issuance. V///
2. Tangible net worth not '

less than 6 times the Nor /¢¥s A o

sum of closure/post ?’//{

closure cost estimates.

3. Tangible net worth not V////
less than $10,000,000

4. Assets in the U.S5. not
less than 20% of total
assets or not less than

6 times closure/post I//
closure costs.

5. Total assets in Michigan
at least $50,000,000 or
not less than 6 times sum
of approved closure/post
closure cost estimates (or V//’
- larger of the two)

. Comments:

18. For financial test and corporate
- guarantee has the owner operator:
Rule 709(3)

4. Have a letter signed by
chief financial officer

and worded as specified by
director. V////

B. A copy of independent CPA
report examining owner
operators financial
statement.

C. A copy of special report
by independent CPA stating:

/g Z

w7



19.

Violation
Class Yes No B/A

1. The Independent CPA
compared data from chief
financial officer which
specifies having derived
from the independent audit-
year—end financial state-
ment; and

2, No matters came to their
attention indicating the
information needs
adjustments.

T,

R\ l\

Corporate guarantee. Rule 70%.10
Does owner meet reguirements of
17 and 18 above; and:

4., Use wording identical to
wording provided by - P/////
Director.

B. Dces terms of corporate
guarantee include:

1. Appropriate provisions
of owner/operator facts
to perform final closure

2. Appropriate cancellation
provisions.

3. Alternate financial
assurance provisions.

Comments:

1.

Liability Requirements Rule 710
(Note: When reviewing insurance, do not include amount
of deductible coverage)

Does owner/operator maintain ¢ _
liability coverage for sudden ,
and accidental occurrences not : {f ;)6;5?;7*
less than $1,000,000 per occur=- /%Zéﬁﬁ;ézg[ﬂ&

rence with an annual aggregate

not less than $2,000,0007?
Rule 710(1)




20.

21.

22.

viclation
Class

For surface impoundment landfill
or land treatment does owner/
operator maintain liability
coverage for sudden accidental
ocourrences not less than :
$3,000,000 per occurrence with
an annual aggregate of not less
than $6,000,000? Rule 70L(2)

For the regquired insurance
policy(s) is each policy
amended by attachment of an
endorsement on a form pro-
vided by the Director? and

Is insurer licensed to
transact business in
Michigan?

Comments:s

Ko N/A




T H E S TANLEY WORKS

Since 1843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

. ] . . (203) 225-5111
Letter from Chief Financial Officer

ExM - 168541626
Mr. Valdaz Adamkus

EPA Region V 0: WMD-
Federal Building CC: RF
230 South Dearborn

Chicago, Illinois 60604 / J;ﬁ?
Ms. Julie Belaga

EPA Region I
John F. Kennedy Federal Building
Boston, MA 02203

I am the Chief Financial Officer of The Stanley Works, 1000
Stanley Drive, New Britain, CT 06050. This letter is in support
of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial
responsibility for liability coverage and closure and/or post-
closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265.

The firm identified above is the owner or operator of the
following facilities for which liability coverage for both sudden
and non-sudden accidental occurrences is being demonstrated
through the financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts
264 and 265:

Sudden and Non-Sudden Accidental Occurrences
Stanley Tools - Fowlerville

EPA ID # MID099124299

425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, MI 28836

Sudden Accidental Occurrences
The Stanley Works - New Britain
EPA ID# CTD010170363

195 Lake Street

New Britain, CT 06050

The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR parts 264 and 265, liability
coverage for both sudden and non-sudden accidental occurrences at
the following facilities owned or operated by the following:
NONE.

1. The firm identified above owns or operates the following
facilities for which financial assurance for closure or post-
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closure care or liability coverage is demonstrated through the
financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265. The current closure and/or post closure cost estimate
covered by the test are shown for each facility:

Closure and Post-Closure Care

EPA ID# MID099124299

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville

425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, MI 48836

Closure Cost Estimate: $1,302,442
Post Closure Cost Estimate; $310,980

Closure

EPA ID# CTDD10170363

The Stanley Works

195 Lake Street

New Britalin, CT 06050

Closure Cost Estimate; $305,300

2. The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, the closure
and post-closure care or liability coverage of the following
facilities owned or operated by the guaranteed party. The
current cost estimates for the closure or post-closure care so
guaranteed are shown for each facility: NONE

3. In States where EPA is not administering financial
requirements of Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, this firm
is demonstrating financial assurance for the closure or post-
closure care of the following facilities through the use of a
test equivalent or substantially equivalent to the financial test
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265. The current
closure and post-closure cost estimates covered by such a test
are shown for each facility: NONE.

4. The firm identified above owns or operates the following
hazardous waste management facilities for which financial
assurance for closure or if a disposal facility, post-closure
care, is not demonstrated either to EPA or a State through the
financial test or any other financial assurance mechanisms
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265 or equivalent
or substantially equivalent State mechanisms. The current
closure and/or post-closure cost estimates not covered by such
financial assurance are shown for each facility: NONE.

5. This firm is the owner or operator of the following UIC
facilities for which financial assurance for plugging and
abandonment is required under 40 CFR Part 144. The current
closure cost estimates as required by 40 CFR Part 144.62 are
shown for each facility: NONE.
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This firm is required to file a Form 10K with the Securities
and Exchange Commission (SEC) for the latest fiscal year.

The fiscal year of this firm ends on December 30. The
figures for the following items marked with an asterisk are
derived from the firm’s independently audited, year-end financial
statements for the latest completed fiscal year ended December
30, 1989.

PART B - CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE CARE
AND LIABILITY COVERAGE
ALTERNATIVE T

1. Sum of current closure and post-closure
oSt BetiMabe e e v w s ssm s w5 w8 w5 g avw e w5 e S 1,918,722
2. Amount of annual aggregate liability
coverage to be demonstrated...........cc00 S 10,000,000
3. Sum of 1lines 1 & 2. ..eeeceeareancassssssas S 11,918,722
%4, Total liabilities....coeecccsnssonoocsceas $ 817,100,000
*5, Tangible net wortheisicimimsmomemamacmumnn e $ 565,500,000
5.~ Wet wortl:sensvevsvvswswamamsws e $ 674,100,000
*®7. CHEEEHt 888t v insvesui@smisini Ry smsms®is $ 759,700,000
%8, Current liabilities.....ccovccccecccascsss S 283,700,000
9. Net working capital ....................... $ 476,000,000
*¥10. The sum of net income plus depre01at10n
depletion, and amortization.......coceee.. S 187,500,000
#11. Total dssets 1H U.iS. s swessmemsasiasiosssiss S 963,700,000
YES NO
12. Is line 5 at least $10 million?....ccecese X
13. Is line 5 at least 6 times line 32........ X
14. Is line 9 at least 6 times line 32........ X
*#15. Are at least 90% of assets located in U.S.? X
16. Is line 11 at least 6 times line 3?....... X
17. 1Is line 4 divided by line 6 less than 2.07? X
18. 1Is line 10 divided line 4 greater than 0.1? X
19. 1Is line 7 divided by line 8 greater
EHAN LeBD 2 m vmomsms @ s m v« w6 o6 wve wne oo wie w0 s X

I hereby certify that the wording of this letter is
identical to the wording specified in 40 CFR 264.151(g) as such
regulations were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

R. A. Hunter
Vice President, Finance and Chief Financial Officer

Date
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One Constitution Plaza
Hartford, Connecticut 08103

Telephone: (203) 247-3100

REPORT OF INDEPENDENT ACCOUNTANTS ON COMPLIANCE

The Stanley Works
World Headquarters

We have read the letter to the Environmental Protection Agency signed
March 27, 1990 from the Vice President, Finance and Chief Financial
Officer of The Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the
financial test to demonstrate fimancial responsibility for liability
coverage and closure and/or post-closure care as specified in Subpart H
of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, and have compared the data therein specified
as having been derived from the independently audited financial
statements of The Stanley Works for the fiscal year ended December 30,
1989 with the amounts in such financial statements.

In connection with that procedure, nothing came to our attention that
caused us to believe that the specified data should be adjusted.

Sant ¥ ( "

March 27, 1990



Financial Information

The Stanley Works and Subsidiaries

Management Report on Responsibility for Financial Reporting

The management of The Stanley Works is responsible for pre-
paring the accompanying financial statements and for their
integrity and objectivity. The statements were prepared in accor-
dance with generally accepted accounting principles applied on
a consistent basis. The firancial statements include amounts
that are based on managerment’s best estimates and judgments.
Management also prepared the other information in the Annuai
Report and is responsible for its accuracy and consistency with
the financial statements.

The Company maintains a system of internal accounting
controls which is designed to provide reasonable assurance at
appropriate cost as to the reliability of financial records and the
protection of assets. This system includes monitoring by a staff
of internal auditors. It is further characterized by care in the
selection of competent financial managers, by organizational
arrangements that provide for delegation of authority and divi-
sions of responsibility and by dissermninating policies and proce-

dures throughout the Company. The Company also recognizes
its responsibility for fostering a strong ethical climate so that the
Company's affairs are conducted according to the highest stan-
dards of personal and business conduct. This responsibility is
characterized and reflected in the Company’s Business Conduct
Guidelines, which is publicized throughout the organization.

The adequacy of Stanley’s internal accounting controls, the
accounting principles employed in its financial reporting and the
scope of independent and internal audits are reviewed by the
Audit Committee of the Board of Directors, consisting of out-
side direciors. Both independent and internal auditors have unre-
stricted access to the Audit Committee, and they meet with it
pertodically, with and without management present, to discuss
accounting, auditing and financial matters,

The Company has a long-established reputation for integ-
rity in business conduct and maintains a systermtlc program o
assess compliance with these policies.

Report of Ernst & Whmney, Independent Auditors

To the Stockholders
The Stanley Works R
New Britain, Conpecticut . %7 57 o

We have examined the consolidated balance sheets of

The Stanley Works and subsidiaries as of January 2, 1988
and January 3, 1987, and the related consolidated statements
of earnings, changes in stockholders’ equity and changes in

financial position for each of the three fiscal years in the period - -

-ended January 2, 1988. Our examinations were made in
. accordance with generally accepted auditing standards and,
accordingly, included such tests of the accounting records and
such other auditing procedures as we considered necessary in the
circemstances. -

Hartford, Connecticut
February 4, 1988

En our opinion, the financial statements referred to above
present fairly the consolidated financial position of The Stanley
Works and subsidiaries at January 2, 1988 and January 3, 1987,
and the consolidated resuits of their operations and changes in
their financial position for each of the three fiscal years in the
period ended January 2, 1988, in conformity with generally
accepted accounting principles consistently applied during the
period except for the change, with which we concur, in the ,
method of accounting for pensions as described in Note I to the
consolidated financial statements. '

éwwwu.,?
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DAVIO F. HALES. Director

Region III Headquarters
P.0. Box 30028, Lansing, MI 48909

May 15, 1989

Mr. R. A. Hunter

Vice President

Finance and Chief Financial Officer
The Stanley Works

New Britian Office

195 Lake Street

New Britain, CT 06030

Re: Financial Assurance
Stanley Tools
MID 099124299

Dear Mr. Hunter:

The financial assurance document subnmitted to Mr. Valdaz Adamkus,
Region V = EPA, and Mr. Michael R. Deland, Region I -~ EPA, on
Marchh 2%, 1989 to demonstrate financial responsibility for

liability coverage . and - closure and/or post closure care ' as
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265 for your
Fowlerville facility and the New Britian Connecticut facility has
been received at this office for review.

This document is not worded as specified by the Director, and
therefore, is not considered adegquate, as drafted. The financial
test to provide financial assurance for closure and post-closure
care 1in Michigan 1s different from the test regquired to satisfy
the 1liabillity insurance provisions of Rule 710. The financial
test to provide financial assurance for cleosure and post-closure
care  required under the Act 64 rules 1s a test specific to
Michigan. The test requlred to satisfy the liability insurance
provisions of Rule 710 is the Federal financial test outlined in

the provisicns of 40 CFR Section 264.147(f) as it existed on
Decembher 28, 1985..

Although the financial tests required to satisfy the closure/post
closure and liability insurance provisions of Part 7 of the aAct
64 rules are different, the method of dewmonstrating that the
facility meets the financial test is similar.

I have enclosed a packet of material, that clearly states the
regquirements of the financial test provisions of Part 7 of the
Act €64 Administrative Rules that apply to 3Stanley Tools 1in
Fowlerville, Michigan (MID 099124299). -

R 1025-1
P > . e
el v+



Page Two
May 16, 1589
Mr. R. A. Hunter

Please submit to this office by June 9, 1989, the financial test,
to demonstrate liability coverage for both sudden and non-sudden
accidental occurrences, worded as specified by the Director of
the Michigan Department of Natural Resocurces.

If you have any guestions regarding this matter, feel free to
contact me.

Sincerely,
dﬁﬁ'ﬁ,t"b"" ‘ﬁ)g/‘\/' ey :{{C'./
Leroy”Vahovick

Env. Quality Analyst
WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISIOHN
Lansing District Office
"517-322-5104

LV:m3

Enclosure
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Since I 843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

£203) 225-5111

Letter from Chief Financial Officer

Mr. valdaz Adamkus - O: WMD —
EPA Region V CC: RF
Federal Building FED.EX. B22993720W

230 South Dearborn
Chicage, Illincis 60604

Mr. Michael R. Deland

EPA Region I

John F. Kennedy Federal Building
RBoston, MA 02203

T am the Chief Financial Officer of The Stanley Works, 1000
Stanley Drive, New Britain, CT 06050. This letter 1s in support
of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial
responsibility for liability coverage and closure and/or post-

- closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 ana
265. ‘ s

The firm identified above is the owner or operator of the
following facilities for which liability coverage for both sudden
and non-sudden accidental occurrences 1s being demonstrated
through the financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts
264 and 265:

Sudden and Nen-Sudden Accidental Cccurrences

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville

EPA ID # MID099124299

4725 Frank Street. RGN - Y
Fowlerville, MI 28836 C

Sudden Accidental Occurrences

The Stanley Works - New Britain
EPA TD¥ CTDO10170363 : ' s
195 Lake Street OFFICE GF ize. o

Vel L

New Britain, CT 06050 Wi

The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR parts 264 and 265, liability
coverage for both sudden and non-sudden accidental occurrences at
the following facilities owned or operated by the following:.
NONE. ) - .

1. The firm identified above owns or operates the following
facilities for which financial assurance for clesure or post-
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closure care or liability coverage is demonstrated through the
financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265. The current closure and/or post closure cost estimate
covered by the test are shown for each facility:

Clesure and Post-~Closure Caxe

EPA ID# MIDCO991242%9

Stanley Tocls - Fowlerville

425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, MI 48836

Closure Cost Estimate; $1,256,456

Post Closure Cost Estimate; $300,000

Clesure

EPA ID# CTDO10170363

The Stanley Works

195 Lake Street

New Britain, CT 08050

Closure Cost Estimate; $359,375

2. The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, the closure
and post-closure care or llability coverage of the following
facilities owned or operated by the guaranteed party. The
current cocst estimates for the closure-or post-closure care so
guaranteed are shown for each facility: NONE

3. In States where EPA is not administering financial
requirements of Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, this firm
is demonstrating financial assurance for the closure or post-
closure care of the following facilities through the use of a
test equivalent or substantially equivalent to the financial test
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265. The current
closure and post-closure cost estimates covered by such a test
are shown for each facility: NONE.

4. The firm identified above owns or operates the following
hazardous waste management facilities for which financial
assurance for closure or if a disposal facility, post-closure
care, is not demonstrated either to EPA or a State through the
financial test or any other financial assurance mechanisms
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265 or equlvalent
or substantially equivalent State mechanisms. The current
closure and/or post-closure cost estimates not covered by such
financial assurance are shown for each facility: NONE.

5. This firm is the owner or operator of the following UIC
facilities for which financial assurance for plugging and
abandonment is required under 40 CFR Part 144. The current
closure cost estimates as required by 40 CFR Part 144.62 are
shown for each facility: NONE.
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This firm is reguired to file a Form 10K with the Securities
and Exchange Commission (SEC) for the latest fiscal year.

The fiscal yvear of this firm ends on December 31. The
figures for the following ifems marked with an asterisk are
derived from the firm’s independently audited, year-end financial

statements for the latest completed fiscal year ended December
31, 1988.

PART B ~ CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE CARE
AND LIABILITY COVERAGE
ALTERNATIVE T

1. Sum of current closure and post-closure
cost estimates. ..o encnsccosncnsonsoas 3 1,915,831
2. Amount of annual aggregate liability
coverade to be demonstrated...-........-... S 10,000,000
3. Sum of lines 1 & 2. vcecoocecncovcocasaoaa g 11,915,834
*4, Total liabilities......ce.. ceseeseoaencsaan % 707,332,000
*5, Tangible nNet WOrth. . .c.eeeevacoosconnnsoos S 599,610,000
*6., Net worth..... teeacesveanoa S amassemee s aas $ 697,898,000
*7 CUrrent 8SSel S . e v eeroecncecaononcsusonse S 710,451,000
*8, Current liabilities.............. e man $ 266,521,000
9. Net working capital..........c.....0.. ...-% 443,930,000
#10. The sum of net income plus depreciation, :
depletion, and amortization............... $ 167,499,000
*11., Total assets In U.S. et ceesneonecnonacaanscs S 830,804,000
| YRS NO
12. Is line 5 at least $10 millicon?......-«... X
13. 7Is line 5 at least 6 times 1line 37...c... . X
14. Is line 9 at least 6 times l1line 372........ X
*15. BAre at least 90% of assets located in U.S.7 X
16. Is line 11 at least 6 times line 37....... X
17. Is line 4 divided by line 6 less than 2.07 i
18. Is line 10 divided line 4 greater than 0.1? X

1. Is line 7 divided by line 8 greater
than 1.57...

P

I hereby certify that the wording of this letter is -
identical to the wording specified in 40 CFR 264.151(g) as such
regulations were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

-~ N

R. A. Hunter’ : , : -

Vice President, Finance and Chief Financial Officer
March 27, 1989

Date
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111 Ernst &Whinney

One Constitution Plaza
Harttord. Connecticut 06103

203/247-3100

The Stanley Works

World Headguarters

1000 Stanley Drive

New Britain, Connecticut 06050

We have read the letter tc the Environmental Protection Agency
signed March 27, 1989 from the Chief Financial Officer cf The
Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the financial test
to demonstrate financial responsibility for liability coverage and
clzosure and/or post-closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR
Parts 264 and 265, and have compared the data therein specified as
having been derived from the independently audited financial
statements of The Stanley Works for the fiscal year ended

December 31, 1988 with the amounts in such financial statements.

In connection with that procedure, nothing came to cur attention
that caused us to believe that the specified data should he adjusted.

g/mjl— :,-’ L(’)Mwa"

‘March 27, 1989
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The Stcm ey Wor.ks and Subsm'mrzes

Management Report on Responsibility for Financial Reporting

The managerment of The Stanley Works is responsible for
preparing the accompanying financial statements and fot
their integrity and objectivity. The statements were pre-
pared in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles applied on a consistent basis. The finandal state-
ments Indude amounts that are based on management’s
best estimates and judgments. Management also prepared
the other information in the Annual Report and is respon-
sible for its accuracy and consistency with the financial
statements.
' The Comparny maintains a system of internal account-
ing controls which is designed to provide reasonable assur-
ance, at appropriate cost, as to the reliability of financial
records and the protection of assets. This system includes
monitoring by a staff of internal auditors. Itis further char-
acterized by care in the selection of competent finandal
managers, by organizational arrangements that provide for
delegation of authority and divisions of responsibility and
by disseminating polidies and procedures throughout the

Company. The Company also recognizes its respensibility
for fostering a strong ethical climate so that the Company’s
affairs are conducted according to the highest standards of
personal and business conduct. This responsibility is char-
acterized and reflected in the Company’s Business Conduct
Guidelines, which is publicized throughout the organization.

The adequacy of Stanley’s internal accounting con-
trols, the accounting principles employed in its financial
reporting and the scope of independent and internal audits
are reviewed by the Audit Committee of the Board of
Directors, consisting of outside directors. Both indepen-
dent and internal auditors have unrestricted access to the
Audit Comnmittee, and they meet with it periodically, with
and without management present, to discuss accounting,
auditing and financial matters.

The Company has a long-established reputation for
integrity in business conduct and maintains a systematic
program to assess compliance with these policies.

Report of Emst & Whi

To the Stockholders
The Stanley Works
New Britain, Connecticut

We have audited the accompanying consolidated balance
sheets of The Stanley Works and subsidiaries as of
December 31, 1988 and Janwuary 2, 1988, and the related
consolidated staternents of earnings, changes in
stockholders’ equity and cash flows for each of the three
fiscal years in the period ended December 31, 1988. These
financial statements are the responsibility of the
Company’s management. Qur responsibility is to express
an opinion on these financial statements based on our
audits.

We conducted our audits in accordance with generaﬂy
accepted auditing standards. Those standards require that
we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable
assurance about whether the financial statements are free
of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on

Hartford, Connecticut
February 2, 1989

iney, Independent Auditors

a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and
disclosures in the financial statements. An audit also
includes assessing the accounting principles used and
significant estimates made by management, as well as
evaluating the overall financial statement presentation.
We believe that our audits provide a reasonable basis for
our OpirioT. -

In our opinion, the finandal statements referred to
above present fairly, in all material respects, the
consolidated financial position of The Stardey Works and
subsidiaries at Decernber 31, 1988 and January 2, 1988, and
the consolidated resuits of their operations and their cash
flows for each of the three fiscal years in the period ended
December 31, 1988, in conformity with generally accepted

accounting principles.
— )
M Aol
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGIOM 5
230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
CHICAGO, ILLINGIS 60604

REFPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:
14 APR 1999 SHR~12

Robert Basch, District Supgrvisor

Waste Management Division ;‘j s
Michigan Department of Natural Resources
P.0. Box 30028

Lansing, Michigan 48%09

Ee: Financial Assurance
Stanley Tools
MID 099 124 299

Dear Mr. Basch:

The following financial assurance document was submitted to this office for

the referenced company:

Finarclal test to demonstrate liabllity coverage for both sudden
and non—sudden accidental ocoIrrance.

Fnclosed is the original document for your financial res-ponsibilityrreview.
I do ot believe that this facility has either a Federél permit or order.
If you have any questions, please contact Ron Brown at (312) 886-4463.
Sincerely yours,

VW rai G o

Faul E. Dimock, Chief
TL/ML/WT Enforcement Program Section

Enclosure

cc:  Johm Boimmsky, MR — Lansing, w/0 encl.



APR 1989 5HR-12

Robert Basch, District Supervisor
Waste Management Division
Michigan Department of Natural Resources
P.0. Box 30028
Lansing, Michigan 48909
Re: Financial Assurance
Stanley Tools
MID 099 124 299
Dear Mr. Basch:
The following financial assurance document was submitted to this office for
the referenced company:

Financial test to demonstrate liability coverage for both sudden
and non-sudden accidental occurrence.

Fnclosed is the original document for your financial responsibility review.
I do not believe that this facility has either a Federal permit or order.
If you have any questions, please contact Ron Brown at (312) 886—4463.

Sincerely yours,

Paul E. Dimock, Chief
IL/MI/WI Enforcement Program Section

Fnclosure

cc: John Bohunsky, MINR — Lansing, w/o encl.

R.BROWN:0r:04/10/89: Diski#2:PC FILENAME: ROBASCH




R Region III’H&adquaﬁters = ¥
BP O Box 30028 Langlng, MI 48909

Aprll 8 1989

o MrloWilliam Guerrera

» Corp. Env. Specialist
The Stanley Works.jy,*-. A
]Corporate Risk Management =
21000 Stanley Drive s N
“New Britian, CT 06050

" Re: MID 099124299 -
ﬂ:Béar'Mr. Gﬁéfre:a5¥7<f;.;' _ : : SRR
e 1f0uf_bffiée'has? received your - letters dated . FébruafY if,?719é§; s
- March 27,1989, -and March 31, 1889..in whlch you prov1ded ;unen*;f“
*}nacessary fingng;a; assur nﬂe documenta ;xeque;teﬁx 7 thls e

1he letter f“om the Chief Flﬁ&nClal Offlcer of tﬁe Stanley Works,“%
‘appe@ars.to.- demonstrate ‘the required financial rvesponsibility ~for -
1iability coverage and “rclosure and/or - post - closure'_carefﬁas-
rxlspM01f1ed in Subpaxt H of 46 CFR Parts 284 and 255 R

;,;'I am pr0v1d1ng ?ou with the flnanc1a1 test pr0v1ﬁ10n5 of Part ?'.{
- of the Act 84 Admlnlstrative Rules :(December 1885) (enclosed) for .
oo your-information. - These regulations reguire that all - treatment,. -

" storage and.dis Poqal facilities which have not yet been issued an *
Toperating 1lcense,rhave until July 14, 1988 - to comply with the S
-: < Financial assurance requlrﬂments of Mlchlgan S Act 64 Part ? of'ﬁ”
. the rules T FIEE e B

:klf VG“ havc any quesulons, P1eaae feel freu tc contavt me;fh'”t'

Slﬂc‘relyx.*-f' : SRS R
ﬁﬂ«mf' L/rw/” /G{f/'pfﬁz

: fq»Leroy ﬁ/;ov1ck
U Env. Quality Analyst -
- Lansing District Office
L0 Waste Management vai51on
‘_‘¢51T 322 5194 SIS

LV mj

Enclosurc SRt




Raglan IIz Headquartnfs:fT”Lfﬁ -
P 0 Box 30028, Lansing, MI 48308

March 28, 1888

The Stanley woxks

. Corporate Rizk Manzagement
1000 Btanley Drive

- New Britain, €T 08050 -

| Re: MID 099124259
Dear Mr. Guerrera:

'Q:g@ufjoffice1haé¢receivéd'ysuflietter;dated Februafy 22,:1989 . . -0

ocontaining the amended version of the letter that was telefaxsed
te this office on February 17, 1888. This amended copy clarifies

one point  in question regarding the closure cost estimates for -
your facility at Fowlerville.

'3'However, the finan01al ‘assurance (resp0ﬂ51b11ity) for 11ab111t?
coverage as well as closure and post closure costs has noid been

'fgﬁadequately demonstrated by Stanley Works, "as reguired by Part 7

“of Michligan®s-Act 64 Administrative Rules. You commentad in you;
letter that you had reviewed the Fart 7 Financial reguirements of

-‘Act 64 and stated that Subrule 2, Rule 701 clearly states that E
treatment, storage,” and dispesal facilities authorized to operate |
unde¥ these rules, which have not yebt been issued an operating
license under the act, are nct sublect to this part.

"Please be reminded that these regulations reguire that all TSDhF's
“which have not yet been issued an cperating license, have until
July 14, 1889 to comply with the financial assurance reguirensnts
of Act 64, Part 7 of the rules.

¥You are subjsct to the federal financial assurance regquirements
at this time. 40 CFR 264.143 states in part that all ownersz and
oparators of hazardous waste facilities must provide financial
assurance for closure of their facility. The opticons you may
select are specified in {a) through (f) of this section. 5Since
- you have not vet closed, this requlrement ‘does apply to your
facility at Fowlerv1lle

I suggest that wvou comply with the Act 84 financilial assurance
requirements at this time, rather than providing financial
documents now for the Federal regulations, and then subnitting
another packet of financial documents te satisfyv the Act 64
regulationg that go into affsct on July 14, 1889.



. Page Two BRE
March 28, 1989
Mr. William Guerrera

car

- “We once again, reguest that you respond by April 14, 1989 with
the reauired financial sssurance documents (Fedsral or Act 64)
for your interim status facility. BSuch documents must be

. directed to the Director of the Department of Natural Resources.

If vou have any questions, pleass feel free Lo contact ms.

. Bincerely,

Leroy Vahovick
Env. Quality Analyst
- Waste Management Division
Cbansing District Office .
<0 B17-322-51047 77 o




F Iy
= STANLE% W O R K S
Since 1843 oL

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

{203) 225-5111
March 31, 1989

Department of Natural Rescurces
Leroy Vahovick, Env. Quality Analyst
Region III Headauarters

P.0. Box 30028, Lansing, MI 483809

Re: Financial Aseurances

Dear Mr. Vahovick,

I received your letter dated March 23, 188%. Please be
advised that a copy of the financial assurance required under
40 CFR 264. was sent directly to the Director of the
Michigan, Department of Natural Resources on March 27,1839,

We will further evaluate the reguirements under
Michigan’s Act 64 and if necessary file the necessary
assurances within the specified time (prior to July 14, .
1888). A filing under Act 64 would not relieve us of the
responsibility of f£iling under 48 CFR 264 and thusly, we fail
to understand your suggestion that we complete the Act B4
filing in place of the Federal requirement.

In any event, it is clear that Stanlevy has demonstrated
to all, it s willingness and financial where-with-all %o
assure that closure and post closure care of the Fowlervilie
facility are conducted in accordance with all regulatory
requirements. 1 trust this meets with vour current approval,

should you have any questions, please feel free to contact
me .

Yery truly yours,

John C. Calklns, Mgr
Industrial Safsty &
Environmental Affairs

ce W. Guerrera




T H E S T A W L E Y W@RKS

Since 18423 P

e
n

. SO
NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050 \:\i\\{’ 3:‘) \.«-3

(203322535111

March 27, 1989

Michigan Dept. of Natural Resources
Permit Section

Region III Headgquarters

P. 0. Box 30028

Lansing, MI 48909

Attention: David F. Hales
Director

Re: Financial Assurances, 40 CFR Part 265

Dear Mr. Hales:

Please find enclosed for ~your convenience and file
record a copy of our financial assurance for our facility
located at 425 Frank Street, Fowlerville, MI 48836 as filed
with the Michigan Department of Natural Resources, Region V.

Regards,

John C. Calkins, Manager
Industrial Safety &
Environmental Affairs

pw\calkins\MIDNR

cc: John A. Schiaveone
Stanley Corporate lLaboratory
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FINANCTAL CAPABILITY

Part 7 R299.9701 to R299.9710¢ - S ﬁ
Note:

Facilities not yvet issued an cperating licgnse in
- acocrdance with Part 5 of these rules snall comply
with Flnancial capakiliity, Part 7, of these rulies,
by Julw 14, 183%. Tule 7C1.{2) Federal zand State
facilities are exempt from financial capability
regquirements.

Cost estimate for Closurs and Post Closures Care Rule 702(1):
. 40 CFR 284.142 and 264.144

Violation
Class

i
o
]
e
5]
8
e

1. Is the written closure cost ,
estimate available? 2854.142 —— . S
{2}. DNcte: Indicate the ) . .
amcunt: NV L A
2. 1s the written post closure o S ST -
.. cost available? - 282,1id4{a) - ' - .
(Required only for disposal
nggégggﬂiggggggmen land : -
reatment, A2AdfT unit or é//ﬁgaf;uc/ ,55ﬂ/ja1£.xﬂ_4h7fgy
waste pile. . —_—
Note: Indicate the amount:

A

Jee 2PC

3. Have any revisions been made
to the closurs/pest closure
‘cost estimates which increase
the cost of closure/post
closure? 2864.142(c) and

264.144(c). ‘ v
A

1. Have closure/vort closure cost
estimates been revised to reflect
any increase in costs? : : 1///
264.142{d}) and 264.14(d)




Vielation
Class

I%
fe4]
]
iZ
O
=
S~
7
'

5. Have closure/post closure
cost estimates for‘facili:
ties using financial +est™.’
or corporate guarantee been
" revised wizthin 30 days after
close of firms fiscal vyear? —
264.14Z2 (o) and 2684.144(D)
8. For all other financial
instruments have closure/
Post closure cost estimates
Tor facilities been revised
within 80 days of their
anniversary date of establiish- V//-
ment? 264.142(b) and 284.144(b)__ _

7. Have the closura/vost closure
7 ¢ost estimates been adjusted
by gither recaleulating cost
estimates or using the most :
recent aporopriate inflaticn ) V///
factor? 264.142(b) 264.144(b) —_—

e e GOMMEnT S 1 v o e - e :

e e i b et = 1 i - o A Ay A A A it

Fiﬁancial Assurance for Closure/Post Clesure Care Rule 703

8. Indicate which of the following financial mechanism(s) are
used £o establish financial assurance for closurs/post
closure care Rule T03(1). Also, indicate if its for
closure/post cleosure care Rule TOB3 (L),

; R — Trust fund Rule 704

Surety bond guarantseing performancs
. ) of closure/post closure care. Rule 705

.
]
i

Letter of Credit, =~ Rule T05.




Violation -
Class - RS fxle} H/A

Certificate of Deposit or Time Depcsit
account. Kule 707 '

- Closure most/closure insurance Rule 708
V// Financial test and corcorate giarantee for
eclosure/post c¢losure Rule 703§,

o]

9. If multiple mechzanisms are
used are they limited <o
trusts, sureiy bonds, letters
of credit certificates of
deposits and insurance?

Rule 703(2)

10. Are Tinancial assurance
mechanisms used for more
than one facility? _,

Eule 703(3). 1If yﬁa-indi—

cate their names and ID , V//.
number, — '
. Comments: '5,"/'1“1/;/ Xep 2 /5 = R frw cop e _fo D o2 A5 275

. '__;;»;;2_‘7_5 5‘:}"“1/_*‘1/ "éd).@""./(f} %w /;f‘v’r'?a{_-ﬁz Cyf__é'?ﬂ -o/o _-/70. 36;:

FINANCIAL MECHANISMS

11, Trust fund. Euale 704
: A is trust agreement on
DNE approved form?
Rule 704(1)
B. 7 Is trust funded at 100%
closure/post closurs cost.
Fule 704(2).

If no, indicate amount.

i2. Surety Bond Guarantee. _ '
Rule 705 . :
A Is bond executed on DNER
approved form?
Rule 705(1)



12.

14,

Yiclaticn

B, Is sum of bond equzl or
greater than closure/post
closure costs? Rule 705
(4). If no, indicate
amount. g

Class

err——

-
D
4]
=
O

Letier of Credit Rule T06

A, Is letter of credit: -
executed on a form
approved by Director.
Rule 708(1)

B. Is letter of credit
accompanied by a letter
from owner/operator pro-
viding the following:
EFA ID number; name and
address of facility:
amount of funds assuresd

for cleosure/post closure?
Rule 708(3)

C. Iz letter of credit equal

to or greater than closure/

- post closure costs?
co.Bule TOB(5) _ ..

If nc, indicate
Tamount.

Certificate of deposit/time
deposit. TRule 707

A, Is certificate or account
in only name of the
director? .

Rule 707(2)

B. - Is there an agreement
7~ which identifies reasons
which director may cash
the certificate or account
on a DNE approved form?
Rule 707(3)

C. Is certificate for amount
equal to closure/post
closure cost estimates.
Eule 707(4).

If nc, indicate amonnt.

-




Violztion

Financial test and corporats
guarantee. Rule 709. For
financial test does the owner
operator meet A or B? Rule 703(1)

A. Two of the following three

ratios: o

1. Ratio of liabilities to
net worth less than 2.

2. A ratio of sum of net
income plus depreciation
depletion and amortization
to total liabkilities of
more than 0.1.

_5_

v

v

lass &3 No H/A
15. Closure/post closure
insurance. TRule 708.
A. Does certificate use
.wording approved B
director; or R .
B. A certified true and
complets copy of the
relicy. Rule 708(1) —
C. Is the clesure/post
closure insurancs .
policy issued for face
amcunt at least equal
to current closure/post
closure cost estimate?
Rule T08(4). —
I no, indicate
amount.
1. If using multiple assurance
mechanisms,'do they equal
or exceed tlosure/post
. closure cost estimates? S . L
LSS Bl o Rul =) - 7 D 3 ( 2 ) : .-___.__._._.-...‘_-_ —m e S Y V
Indicate total.
Comments:
17.




Yiolation

Class es No N/A
3. A ratioc of current o ="
assets to liabilities e
0f more than 1.5. .
and:

4, HNet working cag;tal
and tangible nét worth
each not less than 6§
" times the sum of
closure and post/closures
cost estimates.
5. Tangible net worth not

less than $10,000,000 V///
and: —_

6. Assets in the U.S. not
lass than 90% of total
assets or not less than
§ times the closure/post
closure costs and: _— R

7. Total assets in _ :
géghéggnoggt less than o Aesr gqfémlf So,eme,0 0

Comments:

or all ofythe follewing:

B. 1. An acceptable Standard and

Poors or Mocdy’s Rating for
the most recent bond
dssuance.

2. Tangible net worth not
less than 8 times the
. sum of closure/post
g closure cost estimates.

3. Tangibls net worth not
less than $10G,000,000

4, Assets in the U.S. not
less than 990% of total

. assets or not less than
6 times closure/post
closure costs.

_6«.



Viclation

Class Jes No N AL
5. Total assets in Michigan
at least 350,000,000 _— -
Comments: ‘ ) - -
13.

For financial test and corporate
guarantee has the owner operator:
Rule 7038(3) _
A, Have a letter signed hy
chief financial officer
and worded as specified by

director.

B. A ceopy of independent CEA
report exanining owner
cpaerators financial
statement.

C. A copy of special report

--—-By independent CPA stating:——""""

. 1.. The Independent CPA
compared data from chief
financial officer which
specifies having derived
from the independent audit-
vear—-end financial state-
ment; and

2. Nc matters came to their
attention indicating the
information needs
adjustments.

AN

Corporate guarantee. Rule 709.10
Does owner meet reguirements of
17 and 18 sbove; and:

A, Use wording identical to
wording provided by
Director,

£ o T T ST S T e



2
-
£)
in
1
<!
D
0
2z
o}
Ff
o=

B. Does terms of corporzte -
guarantee include:

od

1. Apprropriate provisions
- oI owner/coperator facts
to paerform final closure.

i3

Approvrizte cancellation
provisions.

3. Alternate financial
assurance provisions.

Comments:

RV

LT

Liability Requirements RBule 710

AINES I

15. Does owner/cperator maintain
liability coverage for sudden
and accidental occurrences not : ‘ o
_._+ess than 31,000,000 per _cccur—w e e T
rence with an annual aggregate
not less than $2,000,0007
Rule 710{1)

20. For surface impoundment landfill
or land trezatment does owner/
~operator maintain liability

; coverzge for sudden accidental

cccurrences not less than

$3,000,000 per occurrence with

; an anhual aggregate of not less

: than $8,000,000? Rule 701(2)

3
;

21. For the recuired insurance
policy(s) is each policy
; amended by attachment of an
i : endorsement on a form pro-
) vided by the Dirscter? and




Vialaticn
Class .. Yes No N/A
I

22, Is insurer licensed to

transact business in

Michigan? - — —_— —_ —_—

P .
Comments: .
i



T H E S T A N L. E Y W O R K s

Since 18423

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

. . . . 203) 225-5111
Letter from Chief Financial Qfficer ( !

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus

EPA Region V _
Federal Building

230 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Mr. Michael R. Deland

EPA Region I

Jdohn F. Kennedy Federal Building
Bosteon, MA 02203

I am the Chief Financial Officer of The Stanley Works, 1000
Stanley Drive, New Britain, CT 06050. This letter is in support
of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial
responsibility for liability coverage and closure and/or post-
closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265, -

' The firm identified above is the owner or operator of the
following facilities for which liability coverage for both sudden
and non-sudden accidental occurrences is being demonstrated

through the financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts
264 and 265:

Sudden and Non-Sudden Accidental Occurrences
Stanley Tools - Fowlerville

EPA ID # MID099124298

425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, MI 28836

Sudden Accidental Occurrences
The Stanley Works - New Britain
EPA ID# CTD010170363

195 Lake Street

New Britain, CT 06050

The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR parts 264 and 265, liability
Coverage for both sudden and non-sudden accidental occurrences at
the following facilities cwned or operated by the following:
NONE.

1.

£ The firm identified above owns or operates the following
Til

ities for which financial assurance for closure or post-
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closure care or liability coverage is demonstrated through the
financial test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265. The current closure and/or post closure cost estimate
covered by the test are shown for each facility:

Closure and Post-Closure Care

EPA ID# MID099124299

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville

425 Frank Street

Fowlerville, MI 48836

Closure Cost Estimate; $1,256,456
Post Clecsure Cost Estimate:; $300,000

Cleosure

EPA ID# CTD010170363

‘The Stanley Works

195 Yake Street

New Britain, CT 06050

Closure Cost Estimate; $359,375

2. The firm identified above guarantees, through the guarantee
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, the closure
and post-closure care or liability coverage of the following
facilities owned or operated by the guaranteed party. The
current cost estimates for the closure or post-closure care so
guaranteed are shown for each facility: NONE .

3. In States where EPA is not admlnlsterlng financial
requirements of Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, this firm
is demonstrating financial assurance for the closure or post-
closure care of the following facilities through the use of a
test equivalent or substantially equivalent to the financial test
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265. The current
closure and post-closure cost estimates covered by such a test
are shown for each facility: NONE.

4. The firm identified above owns or operates the following
hazardous waste management facilities for which financial
assurance for closure or if a disposal facility, post-closure
care, 1s not demonstrated either to EPA or a State through the
financial test or any other financial assurance mechanisms
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265 or equivalent
or substantially equivalent State mechanisms. The current
closure and/or post-closure cost estimates not covered by such
financial assurance are shown for each facility: NONE.

5. This firm is the ownexr or operator of the following UIC
facilities for which financial assurance for plugging and
abandonment is required under 40 CFR Part 144. The current
closure cost estimates as required by 40 CFR Part 144.62 are
shown for each facility: KONE.
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This firm is required to file a Form 10K with the Securities
and Exchange Commission (SEC) for the latest fiscal year.

The fiscal year of this firm ends on December 31. The
figures for the following items marked with an asterisk are
derived from the firm‘’s independently audited, year-end financial

statements for the latest completed fiscal year ended December
31, 1988.

PART B - CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE CARE
AND LIABILITY COVERAGE
ALTERNATIVE I

1. Sum of current closure and post-closure
cost estimates.cnecnernocasenvananaasoncssa S 1,915,831
2. Amount of annual aggregate llablllty
coverage to be demonstrated. . .ccveeccoonne S 10,000,000
3. Sum of lines 1 & 2...... ceecacnnaaean R 4 11,915,831
*4 . Total liabilitiesS..ceee i eanieneneaneerasn $ 707,332,000
*5, Tangible net worth.ccoeoovenvoncoonaccnaas S 599,610,000
x5, Net worth.eeeeeoosos ccecoctenanecenenacasa $ 697,898,000
*7 Current assets...... Geseomesacvetcocaneeon $ 710,451,000
*8. Current liabilities.....cee-. heeseeneaiae-3 266,521,000
9. Net working capital....n... .......... e-s..$% 443,936,000
*#10. The sum of. net income plus deprec1atlon, o
depletion, and amortization............... $ 167,49%,000
*11. Total assets in U.S..ccceecacccncaccsosasas $ 930,804,000
| YES NO
12. Is line S at least $10 million?......... - X
13. Is line 5 at least 6 times line 32..... oo X
14. 1Is line ¢ at least 6 times line 37....... . X

*15. Are at least 90% of assets located in U.S5.7 X
16. Is line 11 at least 6 times line 37

........ X

17. Is line 4 divided by line 6 less than 2.07? X

18. Is line 10 divided line 4 greater than 0.17 X
19. Is line 7 divided by line 8 greater

than 1.57.. ... iiceanacacacan e saeeeas - X

I hereby certify that the wording of this letter is
identical to the wording specified in 40 CFR 264.151(g) as such
regulations were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

R. Aféiiz%Ziid”

Vice President, Finance and Chief Financial Officer
March 27, 1989
Date
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One Constitution Plaza
Hartford, Connecticut 06103

203/247-3100

The Stanley Works
World Headquarters
1000 Stanley Drive
New Britain, Connecticut 06050

We have read the letter to the Environmental Protection Agency
signed March 27, 1989 from the Chief Financial Officer of The .
Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the financial test
to demonstrate financial responsibility for liability coverage and
closure and/or post-closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR
Parts 264 and 265, and have compared the data therein specified as
having been derived from the independently audited financial
statements. of The Stanley Works for the fiscal year ended

December 31, 1988 with the amounts in such financial statements..

In connection with that procedure, neothing came to our attention
that caused us to believe that the specified data should be adjusted.

m%;muw%

March 27, 1989




Financial Information

The Stanley Works and Subsidiaries

Management Report on Responsibility for Financial Reporting

The management of The Stanley Works is responsible for
- preparing the accompanying financial statements and for
their integrity and objectivity. The statements were pre-
pared in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles applied on a consistent basis. The financal state-
ments include amounts that are based on management’s
best estimates and judgments. Management also prepared
the other information in the Aninual Report and is respor-
sible for its accuracy and consistency with the finandial
statements. ‘

The Company maintains a system of internal account-
ing controls which is designed to provide reasonable assur-
ance, at appropriate cost, as to the reliability of finandal
records and the protection of assets. This system includes
monitoring by a staff of internal auditors. It is further char-
acterized by care in the selection of competent financial
managers, by organizational arrangements that provide for
delegation of authority and divisions of responsibility and
by disseminating polides and procedures throughout the

Company. The Company also recognizes its responsibility
for fostering 2 strong ethical climate so that the Company’s
affairs are conducted according to the highest standards of
personal and business conduct. This responsibility is char-
acterized and reflected in the Company’s Business Conduct
Guideiines, which is publidzed throughout the organization.

The adequacy of Stanley’s internal accounting con-
trols, the accounting principles employed in its financial
reporting and the scope of independent and internal audits
are reviewed by the Audit Comunittee of the Board of
Directors, consisting of outside directors. Both indepen-
dent and internal auditors have unrestricted access tothe
Audit Committee, and they meet with it periodically, with
and without management present, to discuss accounting,
auditing and finandial matters.

The Company has a long-established reputation for
integrity in business conduct and maintains a systematic
program to assess compliance with these policies.

Report of Emst & Whinney, Independent Auditors

To the Stockholders
The Stanley Works
New Britain, Connecticut

We have audited the accompanying consolidated balance
sheets of The Stanley Works and subsidiaries as of
December 31, 1988 and January 2, 1988, and the related
consolidated statements of earnings, changes in
stockholders” equity and cash flows for each of the three
fiscal years in the period ended December 31, 1988. These
financial statements are the responsibility of the
Company’s management. Qur responsibility is to express
an opinion on these financial statements based on our
audits.

We conducted our audits in accordance with generaily
accepted auditing standards. Those standards require that
we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable
assurance about whether the financial statements are free
of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on

Hartford, Connecticut
February 2, 1989

a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and
disclosures in the financial statements. An audit also
includes assessing the accounting principles used and
significant estimates made by management, as well as
evaluating the overall financal statement presentation.
We believe that our audits provide a reasonabie basis for
our opinion.

In our opinion, the finandal statements referred to
above present fairly, in all material respects, the
consolidated financial position of The Stanley Works and
subsidiaries at December 31, 1988 and January 2, 1988, and
the consolidated results of their operations and their msiti
flows for each of the three fiscal years in the period ende
December 31, 1988, in conformity with ge.nemﬂy accepted

accounting prindples.
éw—t v s - ?‘
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T H OE & T A in BE Y
Since 1843
NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050
(203) 225-5111
February 22, 1989 §§
Mr. Leroy Vahovick § ;%} o
Michigan Department of Natural Resources I ;g
State Secondary Complex T o Py
General Office Building ' g © =
P.0. Box 30028 N g} #os
Lansing, Michigan 30028 ,?,‘.? < pe]
3
Re: Stanley Tools - Fowlerville, MI
EPA ID# MID09S124299
Closure/Post-closure Care Cost
Estimates Amended Submission
* Dear Mr. %ahovick=~
of the letter that was
discussed in our
COPY

Enclosed please the amended version

on February 17, 18889. As we
February 22, the telefaxed

dates

"~ "1887 as

telefaxed to vou
not 1986
for

phone conversation on Wednesday,
contained a typographical error in the 3rd paragraph, the
specified should have been 1987 - 1088
written. The amended copy reflects this change. I apologize
any inconvenience this may have caused you
If vou have any further questions or believe that further
action needs to be taken please do not hesitate to contact me.

Slncerely{/f;ﬁg/

William J. Guerrera
Corp. ‘Environmental Specialist

The Stanley Works
Corporate Risk Management
1000 Stanley Drive

CT 08050

New Britain,
(203) B27-3802




T BH E S T A N L EY W ORKS

Since 1843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

{2063) 225-56111

February 20, 1983

Mr. LeRoy Vahovick

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
State Secondary Complex

General Office Building

P.0O. Box 30028

Lansing, Michigan 30028

Re: Stanley Tools - Fowlerville, MI
EPA ID# MID099124299
Closure/Post-closure Care Cost
Estimates

Dear Mr. Vahovick:

As requested enclosed please find a copy of the closure and
post-closure care cost estimates prepared for the Stanley Tools -
Fowlerville, Michigan facility. Stanley Tools is a division of
The Stanley Works (Stanley). BStanley Tools discontinued
manufacturing operations at the Fowlerville facility in 1985.

On October 7, 1885, Stanley Tools ceased adding waste to the
surface impoundments and initiated closure of the impoundments
under interim status guldelines. '

The closure cost estimate indicated in the most recent
financial test prepared by Stanley, +to demonstrate Financial
Assurance (responsibility) for 1liabllity coverage as well as
closure and ©post-closure care costs, was derived from the
summation of actual closure costs incurred to date multiplied Dby
the GNP Implicit Price Deflator for the years 1987 - 1988, The
post-closure care estimate was developed by our technical
consultant Dames & Moore. That value is based upon the use of six
wells to monitor the closed units for a variety of parameters on
a quarterly basis over a thirty year time frame.

In our phone conversation and again in your letter you
mention that Stanley must demonstrate Financial Assurance for
closure and post-closure 1liability coverage in accordance with
Part 7 of Michigan’s Act 64 Administrative Rules.

T e L ]




Mr. Leroy Vahovick
February 20, 1989
Page Two

We have reviewed the dinformaticn which you have provided
on Part 7 Financial Capability and have concluded that Stanley is
not subject to the financial capability requirements set forth in
those rules. Subrule 2 of Rule 701 (R299.8701 Applicability)
clearly states that "treatment, storage, or disposal facilities
authorized to operate under these rules which have not yet been
issued an operating license under the Act are not subject to this
part.” T P S T et s VET Lt e ,-{T?tf?f:’:i?s

As previously discussed, the Stanley Tools - TFowlerville
facility has operated under interim status throughout its active
life. A {final operating permit (operating license) for the
facility was never issued. Accordingly, the Stanley Tools -
Fowlerville facility would appear +to be expressly exempted from
the regquirements of Part 7, by Rule 701(2), and therefore subject
tc the Federal interim status financial assurance regquirements
only.

Our conclusion in this regard was confirmed by Jim Roberts
of the Michigan DNR Hazardous Waste Management Division Central
office via a telephone conversation on February 1, 1839

_ *If vou Thave 'any further questions, however, .or if wyou
believe that additional action needs to be taken, please do not

hesitate to contact me. Thank vou for your attention to this
matter.

Sincerely,

’%%%%Zgﬁij. Guerrera

Cor nvironmental Specialist
The anley Works

Corporate Risk Management

1000 Stanley Drive

New Britain, CT 06050

{203) 827-3802

ce: B.J. Bemben
J.C. Calkins
A.C. Hurley

\Nfowl\mdnr\tfv026.wig
!enclosure
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ATTACHMENT I -

KEY TO ATTACHMENT PAGES

ORIGINAL CLOSURE COST ESTIMATE PREPARED BY

~ ENVIRON CORPORATION IN 1385 AS PER CLOSURE PLAN.

ATTACHMENT II -

ATTACHMENT III -

STANLEY INTER-OFFICE MEMO INDICATING CHARGES
INCUORRED IN 1885 ($563,830.50) AND ANTICIPATED
ADDITIONAL COSTS FOR 1886 ($620,500) TO MEET
MDNR/EPA CLEAN STANDARDS FCR CLOSURE.

P.O. 75722-3 STANLEY TOOLS - FOWLERVILLE SURFACE
IMPOUNDMENT CLOSURE PROJECT

TOTAL AMOUNT BUDGETED/INCURRED - % 1,184,330

POST-CLOSURE CARE COST ESTIMATE UPDATED BY DAMES
& MOORE ON 1,/23/89.



—

10.

11.

12.

13.

ik,

APPENDIX 1

CLOSURE COST ESTIMATE

. Remove Fence {800 LF)

Construct Sediment Fence {850 LF)

. Remove Manhole (1)}, Buried Pipelines (570 LF), Risers

Culverts (6), and Monitoring Wells (4)

Pump, Transport and Dispose Sludge (434,000 gal @ $.29

. Remove Internal Dikes (4800 CY)

Scrape or Drag Impoundment Area (1 acre, 1600 CY)

. Test Soils (40 samples @ $133/sample + $650)

Transport and Disposal of Sludge & Contaminated Soil
(6400 CY of soil @ $42/CY)

Bring and Place Clean Fill (13,500 CY @ $5.50/CY)
Gfade (crown in cenﬁer, slope to drain)

Seed and Mulch (1 acre, sown twice)

Reset Fence (500 LF)

Decontaminate Equipment

Inspections and Certification by Professional Engineer

- 11 -

(2),

/gal)

TOTAL = $

1,085

500

1,300
125,860
7,200
3,680

5,970

268,800
74,250
2,500
2,000
2,250

500

2,000

498,095
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JIARLEY |, TER.OFFICE CORRESPONDENUC

ATTRCAmes™ I

To: M. Look
CC: D. Elher

September 15, 1985

Change order for Stanley Tools - Fowlerville P.O. 75722-3

Charges to P.O. 1985

gallons 332,500
yards 1,000

2,258
truckloads 128

project costs

- 0.45/gal

90.00/yd
B6.0C/yd

560.00/truck

TOTAL

149,625.00

90,000.00
194,188.00

71.,680.00

58,337.50

563.830.50

Sampling of the lagoon after removal of contaminated soil
indicated that an additional 1 to 3 feet of soil had to be
removed to meet the EPA/MDNR clean standards for closure.
Extreme weather conditions postponed the completion of closure

until 1986.

Additional costs to complete closure as follows:

_yards 3500
'soil 5000

labor loader
supervisor

waterblasting

foreman
labor

waterblaster
liners

Report, certification,

135.00/vd
10.00/yd

650.00/day
500.00/day

325.00/day
250.00/day

125.00/day
25.00/truck

testing

526,500

50,000

13,000
5,000

6,500
5,000

2,500
2,500

34,500

9,500

TOTAL 620,500

Cost of disposal includes transportation to Fondessy Landfill in
Chio which is an approved secure hazardous waste landfill. This
landfill has been inspected by the Environmental Science Section
of the Laboratory and meets all the criteri for approved '

disposal.

Foem 1069-PC (10/85)

Z;7€EZ4Z~;ZZZ;;£<47

la M Christensen

Chief Chemist
Fnvironmental Science
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DAL R Nl
DAMES & MOORE A PROFESSIONAL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

644 LINN STREET, SUITE 501, CINCINNATIL OHIO 43203 (513) 651-3440

AT hmigasT 7IF

January 23, 1989

The Stanley Works
P.O. Box 7000

1000 Stanley Drive
New Britain, CT 06050

Attention: Mr. John Caulkins

Gentlemen:

Re:  Cost Estimate
Post-Closure Ground Water
Monitoring
Fowlerville Facility

As you requested, Dames & Moore has estimated the cost for post-closure ground
water monitoring for the former surface impoundments at the Fowlerville facility. In
preparing the estimate, it has been assumed that six monitoring wells will be used to
montitor the former impoundments. There will, of course, be additional wells at the site
that will be used to monitor the possible effects of other solid waste management units.

The cost of long-term monitoring of these wells, should they be required, has not be
considered. .

COST ESTIMATE

Doliars

Heavy metals analysis
(6 wells x 4/year x $500/sample*) 12,000
Appenéﬁx IX parameters :
(6 wells x 1/year x $3,000/sample*) 18.000
Annual Cost : 30,000
Present worth of 30 years monitoring
(assume 10 percent interest rate 30,000 x 9.427) 282,810

say 300,000

*Includes sampling, testing, and reporting of results.

QFFICES WOQRLDWINE
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ﬁ DAMES &. MO ORE A PROFESSIONAL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

The Stanley Works
January 23, 1989
Page 2

We appreciate the opportunity to be of continuing service to Staniey. If you have
any questons, please do not to hesitate to cail.

Very truly yours,
DAMES & MOORE

Stoart Edwa_ra}: 'P.E.
* Partner (Ltd.)

SE:mdh
P/R(23)(m)
ce: Bill Guerrera v
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T H E s T A N L EY WOREKHSES

Simees 1843
NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 08060

{2063) 225-6111

February 17, 1388

Mr. LeRoy Vahovick

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
State Secondary Complex

General Office Building

P.0. Box 30028

Lansing, Michigan 30028

Re: Stanley Tools - Fowlerville, MI
EPA ID# MIDO99124288
Closure/Pogt-closure Care Cost
Estimates :

Dear Mr. Vahovick:

As requested enclosed please find a copy of the closure and
post-closure care cost estimates prepared for the Stanley Tools -
Fowlerville, Michigan facility. BStanlsy Tocols is a division of
The Stanley Works {Stanley). Stanley Tools discontinued
manufacturing operations at the Fowlervills facility in 18865.

On October 7, 1885, Stanley Tools ceased adding waste to the
surface impoundments and initiated closure of the impoundments
undey intexim status guidelines.

The closure ¢ost esztimate indicated in the most recent
financial test prepared by Stanley, to demonstrate Financial
Assurance (responsibility) for 1liability coverage as well as
elosure and post-closure care costs, was derived f£rom the
summation of actual closure costs incurred to date multiplied by
the GNP Implicit Price Deflator for the vears 1986 and 18387, The
pest-closure care estimate was developed by our technieal
consultant Dames & Moore. That value is based upon the use of six

wells to monitor the closed units for a variety of parameters on
a quarterly basis over a thirty year time frame.

In our phone conversation and again in your letter you
mention that Stanley must demonstrate Financial Assurance ﬁor
closure and post-closure liability coverage in accordance with

Qaa,.t;-&, '( Qi mLQ}(.\iL§§ILS§ Act 684 Administrative Rules.

k FEB 17 *83 13:Z3 283 B27 32843 PAGE.REZ
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Mr. Laroy ¥ahovick
Februsry 17, 1888
Page Two

We have reviewed the information which vyou have provided
on Part 7 Financial Capability and have concluded that Stanley is
not subject to the financial capability requirements set forth in
those rules. Subrule 2 of Rule 701 (R288.8701 Applicability)
clearly states that "trestment, storage, or disposal facllities
authorized to operate under these rules which have not yet been

issued an operating license under the Act are not subject to this
payrt.”

As previously discussed, the Stanley Tocls - Fowlerville
facility has operated under interim status throughout its actives
life. A final operating permit {cperating Ilicensze) for the
facility was never issued. Accordingly, the Stanley Tools -
Fowlerville facility would appear to be expressly exempted from
the requirements of Part 7, by Rule 701(2), and therefore subject
taltha Federal interim status financial sssurance requirements
only.

Our conclusion in this regard was confirmed by Jim Roberts
of the Michigan DNR Hazardous Waste Management Division Central
office via a telephone conversation on February 1, 1888

if you have any furﬁher questions, however, or if you
believe that additional action needs 1o be taken, please do not

hesitate to contact me. Thank you for your attention to this
matter. '

Sincerely,
7
Willd . Guerrersa
Corp. vironmental Specialist

The Stanley Works
Corporate Risk Management
1000 Stanley Drive

Hew Britain, €T 08050
{(203) B27-3802

as: B.J. Bemben
J.C. Calkins
A.C. Hurley

\fowl\ndnr\tfvD26 . wig
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Region 111 Headquarters
P.O,uBox 30028, Lansing, HI 48909-

January 39‘ 1889

tion: William Guerrsra
tanley Works
1000 Stanley Drive
F.0O. Box 7000
Mew Britian, CT GBOBU
Ra: MID 099124298
Dear Mr. Guerrera:

im January 349, 1988, staff of the Depsrtment of Hatural

" Resources conducted a record review of your closurs, post
closurse doouments from veur facility ¢Gcatpd at 425 rranb
Strest, in rnwlerv1lle, Michigan.

This record review wasg done to evaluate compliance of that
facility with the requirements of Subtitle € of the Heszouroes -
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA}, as amended.  Also, the
groundwater monitoring program that is currently being
conducted by your firm. was evaluated from the records in ocur
Hazardous Waste Divisicns Hydro-geo Unit and from their Illes.

Attachad is a copy of +he report for your 1niormat10n;

As a result of tbat evaluaficn. staff of the Department havs
determined that the above facility is in viclation of the
requirements of Subtitle C of RTEA, and Part 7 of thes Act B4,
Administration Bules (Decembsr 15988).

The letter submitted by your Chief Financial Officer must kb=
to the Director of ths Department of Hatural Hesources and
wordad as svegifieq hy the DMrsctor., The Stanley Works lsttaer
was to HMr., Valdaz Adamims, E.P.A. Regicon ¥. This letter was
not wordsd as specified by the director. Ses the financial
test preovisions of Part 7 of the Act 84 Admin ative Rules

(enclesead).

1. 264.142(b) 264.144(b) The method of updating and
‘re-calculating the ¢ost of closurse/post closurs
was not provided.

Act 684 Rule 299.
Michigan exelu

disvogal ke nrovides

":-.4-4-

at e o E ot o < fhamnr ety 2 e



Pags Two
Sanvary 30, 1988
Mr. William Suarresra

-¥We reguest that you resvond. in writing, to this lettor by
=~ February 20, 1889 providing documentation to this office
" regarding those actigns taken to correct-thesse vieclations

®3 2

If wou have any guestions regarding this matter, pleass faa]
free to contact me.

Singerely, -

ot ST

P P .f."i"if“‘- vt

D
WASYWE MANAGEMEHT DIVISION
Lansing Distriet

Laroy VYahovick

Env. Quality Analrvst

‘ H17-32%~-5104
LV:mi '

Enclosure



s T™T A N L E Y T O O L S

DIVISION OF THE STANLEY WORKS

425 FRANK STREET, P, 0. BOX 829, FOWLERVILLE, MICHIGAN 48836

- (517) 223-9154
March 14, 1986 o

Mr. Richard Traub

Technical, Permits and Compliance Section
United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, I11. 60604

Dear Mr. Traub:

This Tetter is to inform you of the progress relative to removing the
storage impoundments. The actual work of removal commenced on October

7, 1985. The first order of business was to insure the removal process
would not cause further contamination. The 1iquid sludge was removed in
an orderly professional manner and was complete in approximately 10 days.
At this time the balance of impoundments including the vegetation, the
exterior berms, interior walls and approximately 1' to 1 1/2' from the
bottom was removed. The consistancy of this material ranged from a

solid to a slurrey.

During both the pumping of the sludge and the removal of impoundment
structure considerable rain hampered the operation. On several occasions
it became necessary to halt operation in order to transfer the collected
rain water to the waste water treatment system for treatment and discharge
so the excavation equipment could re-enter impoundment area.

During November 1985 the weather became so inclement in terms of rain,
operations had to cease. After the rain finally stopped cold weather set
in, freezing the entrapped water and within a few days snow began to fall.
Operations have not resumed as of this writing due to weather conditions.
It has therefore been decided to wait until more favorable conditions are
available which would most 1ikely be in late May or June of 1986.

Currently Stanley Tools Division has expended $563,830 for the work com-
pleted to this date. On December 1985 Tand fill cost escalated from
$50.00/yd. to $100.00/yd. therefore increasing our cost for project com-
pletion. Stanley Tools has asked for an updated extimate for the comple-
tion of the project. Due to the increased land fill cost and the depth
of contamination it will be necessary to expend an additional $662,000

to finish this project.

Although we have not taken samples as required per the formal grid samp-
ling format as required under RCRA we have however sampled the site randomly
and feel it is fairly representative of the under lying conditions. (The
grid sampling pattern will be utilized for final testing prior to certifi-
cation. )

zééis. _ WORK SAFELY WITH HAND TOOLS — WEAR SAFETY GOGGLES —
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Enclosed is a copy of the background borings and a copy of the random
samples which were taken at the time clean-up operations ceased. There
is also a drawing indicating locations at which the random samples were
taken. Level three of the Statistical Limits for clean standard is the
level which we feel is most representative of the horizon which has been
sampled via the random sample method.

During our discussions on cleanh standards you indicated that the department
would be reasonable in reviewing the "how clean is clean” issue. After you
have had an opportunity to review the excavation to date versus remaining
contamipation levels we would 1ike to discuss with you a less stringent
standard. O0f the seven metals in question. only copper and chromium are
slightly elevated above background borings. We are confident that these
Tevels represent soil conditions that would nct pose an environmental
problem.

It is Stanley Tools Divisions intentions to co-operate with the Michigan
DNR and the USEPA to work cut an agreement environmentally and financially
acceptable to all parties.

I trust you will give this your consideration. We would be willing to
meet with you at your convenience if you desire.

Sincerely,
4/”

g
A

///’frm i L
< A. M. Stock

Manufacturing Manager
AMS/alk

Enc.



Ni
Co
n
Cu
Cd
As

Pb

Level 1
Level 2
Level 3
All

STATISTICAL LIMITS FOR CLEAN STANDARD

T -3 FT. 3 -7 FT. 6.5'" - 10" Across Boring
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 All

18.8 24.1 36. 24,

8.2 . 15.7 12.1

16.3 388. 300. 347.

12. 15. 23. 18.

1.65 1.5 2. 1.7

24. 3.2 4.9 12.6

20.8 23.7 31. 26.
Sample 1 - Borings 1, 2, & 3

Sample 2 - Borings 1, 2, & 3
Sample 3 - Borings 1, 2, & 3

Represents all samples, all borings

A1l results expressed in mg/kg.
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The Staniey Works Moo912%29 9

et Writwin, omnectient
DEOET

ROBERT A. MACFARLANE
SECRETARY and

‘ASSOCIATE GENERAL COUNSEL

November 1, 1984

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus

EPA Region V

Federal Building

230 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Adamkus:
I enclose herewith the following:

1. A letter signed by the Chief Financial Officer of
The Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the financial
test to demonstrate financial responsibility for liability coverage
for sudden and non-sudden accidental occurrences; closure and/or
post-closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264
and 265.

2. A copy of the Annual Report of The Stanley Works for
the latest completed fiscal year containing a certified public
accountant's report on examination of the financial statements of
The Stanley Works.

3. A special report from our independent certified
public accountants stating that the data cited in the letter from
the Chief Financial Officer and specified as having been derived
from the independently audited year-end financial statements for
the latest fiscal year have been compared with the amounts in
such financial statements and that, in connection with the pro-
cedure, no matter came to the accountant's attention which caused
him tOﬁbelieve that the specif%@d data should be adjusted.

& Ve

?

Very truly vours;,

" B, P / ey . - 7
o R A ) O e

jag s
Encls.

e
[EEee



Tlhye Stanlep Warks
Wew Brisin, Gonprerfiont

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus

EPA Region V

Federal Building

230 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Adamkus:

I am the Chief Financial Officer of The Stanley Works,
1000 Stanley Dr. New Britain, CT. This letter is in support
of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial
responsibility for liability coverage for sudden and non-
sudden accidental occurrences, closure and/or post-closure
care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265.

The owner or operator identified above is the owner or
operator of the following facilities for which liability
coverage is being demonstrated through the financial test
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265:

Sudden and Non-5udden Accidental Occurrences
Stanley Tocls - Fowlerville
EPA ID# MID0G99124299
425 Frank Street
Fowlerville, Michigan 48836

Sudden Accidental Occurrences
The Stanley Works - New Britain
EPA ID# CTD0O10170363
1000 Stanley Drive
New Britain, Connecticut 06050

1. The owner or operator identified above owns or operates
the following facility for which financial assurance or closure
or post-closure care is demonstrated through the financial test
specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265. The current
closure and/or post-closure cost estimates covered by the test
are:

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville
EPA ID# MID099124299
Closure Cost $638,635

2. The owner or operator identified above guarantees
through the corporate guarantee specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR
Parts 264 and 265, the closure and post-closure care of the
following facilities owned or operated by its subsidiaries. The
current cost estimates for closure or post-closure care so
guaranteed are shown for each facility: HNone



3. In the States where EPA is not administering the
financial requirements of Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265,
this owner or coperator is demonstrating financial assurance for
the closure or post-closure care of the following facility
through the use of a test equivalent or substantially equivalent
to the financial test specified in Subpart H or 40 CFR Parts 264
and 265. The current closure and/or post-closure cost estimates
covered by such a test are:

The Stanley Works -~ New Britain
EPA ID# CTDOSQL70363
Closure Cost - $95,000

4. The owner or operator identified above cwns or operates
the following hazardous waste management facilities for which
financial assurance for closure or, i1f a disposal facility, post-
closure care, is not demonstrated either to EPA or a State
through the financial test for any other financial assurance
mecharnism specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265 or
equivalent or substantially equiwvalent State mechanisms. The
current closure and/or post-closure cost estimates not covered
by such financial assurance are shown for each facllity. None

This owner or operator is required to file a Form 10K with
the Securities apnd Exchange Commission (SEC) for the latest fiscal
year.

The fiscal year of this owner or operator ends on the
Saturday closest to December 3lst. The figures for the following
items marked with an asterisk are derived from this owner's or
operator's independently audited, year—end financial statements for
the latest completed fiscal yvear, ended December 31, 1983.

1. Sun of current clesure and post-closure cost
estimates (total of all cost estimates listed
above) $ 733,635
2. Amount of annual aggregate liability coverage
to be demounstrated $ 10,000,000
3. Some of lines 1 and 2 $ 10,733,635
*4, Total liabilities $268,135,000

*5. Tangible net worth $425,608,000




*6. Net Worth $435,431,000
*7. Current assets $403,589,000
*3. Current liabilities $146,652,000

9. Net working capital (line 7 minus line 8) $256,937,000

*10. The sum of net income plus depreciation,

depletion and amortization $ 88,391,000
*11. Total assets in U. S. $557,652,000
Yes No
12. Is line 5 at least $10 million? X
13. 1Is line 5 at least 6 times line 37 X
1l4. 1Is line 9 at least 6 times line 3? X

*15. Are at least 90% of assets located in
the U.S5.7 X

16. Is line 11 at least 6 times line 37 X

17. 1Is line 4 divided by line 6 less than
2.02? X

18. 1Is line 10 divided by line 4 greater
than 0.17 X

19. 1Is line 7 divided by line 8 greater
than 1.57 ' X

I hereby certify that the wording of this letter is identical
to the wording specified in 40 CFR 264.151(g) as such regulations
were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

\ . S | i
\ Ry N . "I
) \ ‘L . . N

7 N

J. Spencer Gould
Vice President, Finance
November 1, 1984
Date




EX HS'E &Whiﬁﬁ@y One Constitution Plaza

Hartford, Connecticut 06103

203/247-3100

The Stanley Works

1000 sStanley Driva

New Britain, Connecticut
06053

We have read the letter to the Envivronmental Protection
Agency dated November 1, 1984 from the chief financial
officer of The Stanley Works submitted in supporit of the
use of the financial test to demonstrate financial re-
sponsibility for liability coverage and closure and/or
post=closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR
Parts 264 and 265, and have comparsd the data therein
specified as having been devived from the independently
audited financial statements of The Stanley Works for
the fiscal year ended December 31, 1983 with the awmounts
in such financial statements.

In connection with that procedure, nothing came to our
attention that caused us to believe that the specified

data should be adjusted.
it § L

Hartford, Connecticut
November 2, 1984




Supplemental Financial Information (Unaudited)

The Stanley Works and Subsidiaries

Quarterly Results of Operations

(Allamounts in thousands, except per share figures)

Selling, General Net
Net and Administrative Net Earnings
Quarter Sales Gross Profit Expenses Earnings Per Share
1983
EATRIS 1 0 e, i e AR 8 % $225,712 $ 63,414 $ 51,993 $ 6,002 $ 22
ST 4 .+ 5 srsmms s o om e 5 246,691 73,707 51,541 12,120 A4
1= S 248,177 77,738 52,570 13,982 .51
BRI e s 5 55 o oo 5 o0 wesinsio 263,114 97,231 58,775 20,849 75
NEAT . somcwm a2 s b swseran 5w 5 8 5w $983,694 $312,090 $214,879 $52,953 $1.92
1982
EMSE 50 nemimeds 5 3 5 0 B0y & ¥ ' $242,179 $ 70,705 $ 58.357 $ 5528 $ .21
BRI | om0 i & 5 e SR 6 5 246,488 72,114 56,831 7,925 30
T B 0 N s el 239,192 72,910 52,995 11,631 A3
BT g 41 vt or s 1 234,919 73,774 50,839 12,417 46
b (=71 R . $962,778 $289,503 $219,122 $37,501 $1.40

Notes: Net earnings for the first quarter 1983 include $1,487,000 ($.05 per share) non-taxable gain on the exchange of Common
Stock for debentures. Net earnings for the fourth quarter 1983 include a gain of approximately $3,675,000, ($.13 per share) from a

reduction in LIFO inventories.

Net earnings for the third quarter 1982 include $2,057,000 ($.08 per share) non-taxable gain on the exchange of Common
Stock and cash for debentures. Net earnings for the fourth quarter 1982 include a gain of approximately $2,400,000 ($.09 per

share) from a reduction in LIFQ inventories.

Report for the Fourth Quarter

Net sales of $263,114,000 for the fourth quarter of 1983
increased 12% from the same quarter of 1982. Net earn-
ings were at record levels at $20,849,000 ($.75 per
share), up 68% compared with 1982's fourth quarter of
$12,417,000 ($.46 per share). The improved earnings are
the result of higher sales as well as increased operating
efficiencies. The fourth quarter of 1983 includes a gain of
$.13 per share on the reduction of LIFO inventories, as
compared to a gain of $.09 per share in 1982.

Consumer Products sales increased 3% over the
fourth quarter of 1982, while operating profits were up
54%. Builders Products sales decreased 6% and cperat-

36

ing profits decreased 8%, due primarily to lower commer-
cial construction activity. Industrial Products sales
increased 40% and operating profits increased 127%,
from the low levels in the fourth quarter of 1982.

Fourth quarter sales and operating profits in the
United States set new records, with sales up 16% and
profits up 73% over the previous year. Canadian sales
increased 27% and operating profits were twelve times
1982 levels. Sales and operating profits in other interna-
tional areas declined 9% and 22%, respectively, as a
result of weak economies and the effects of foreign cur-
rency translations.




Rental expense for all operating leases amounted to
$14,168,000in 1983, $15,819,000 in 1982 and
$15,279,000 in 1981. Sublease rental income and
contingent rental expense were not material.

NOTE L—Operations by Industry Segment and
Geographic Area

Industry Segment and Geographic Area information
included on pages 24 and 25 of this report is an inte-
gral part of the financial statements.

Report of Ernst & Whinney, Independent Auditors

To the Stockholders
The Stanley Works
New Britain, Connecticut

We have examined the consolidated balance sheets of
The Stanley Works and subsidiaries as of December
31, 1983 and January 2, 1983, and the related
consolidated statements of earnings, changes in
stockholders' equity and changes in financial position
for each of the three fiscal years in the period ended
December 31, 1983, Our examinations were made in
accordance with generally accepted auditing
standards and, accordingly, included such tests of the
accounting records and such other auditing
procedures as we considered necessary In the
circumstances.

Hartford, Connecticut
February 7,1984

In our opinion, the financial statements referred to
above present fairly the consolidated financial position
of The Stanley Works and subsidiaries at December
31,1983 and January 2, 1983, and the consolidated
results of their operations and changes in their financial
position for each of the three fiscal years in the period
ended December 31, 1983, in conformity with
generally accepted accounting principles applied on a
consistent basis.

é/uuatvﬂ WLW.?

35
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28 AUG 1984

“r. Robert A, Macfarlane
Secretary and Associate
General Counsel
The Stanley Works
New Britain, Connecticut 06050

Re: Stanley Tonls « Fowlerville
MID 099124299

Dear Mr, Macfarlane:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your Auditor's Report which
satisfies the requirement of RCRA Interim Status Standards for Financia)l

Responsibility, 40 CFR 266,143(e) (i11).
We appreciate your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,

Goldie E. Seals
Environmental Protection Specialist
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Mr. Robert A. Macfarlahe

Secretary and Associate .
General Counsel N

The Stanley Works

New Britain, Connecticut OstD

Re: Stanley Tools - Fow]erv111q
MID 099124299 i

Dear Mr. Macfarlane: / N

//
/

/

Sincerely, ///

y/
/
Goldie E. Seals
Environmental Protection Specialist

5HW-134GSEALS:mh:3-1429:8-23-84
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Ko , UNITED STATES
.:f.? n T_% ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
< ' 5‘ REGION 5
%' < 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST

6;‘, ‘\\d? CHICAGO, ILLINDIS 60604

¢ prote”
PRO REPLY TO ATTENTION OF
JUL 18 1984 5HW-13

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Robert A. Macfarlane
Secretary and Associate
General Counsel
The Stanley Works
New Britain, Connecticut 06050

Re: Stanley Tools - Fowlerville
MID099124299

Dear Mr. Macfarlane:

The above named facility is a hazardous waste treatment, storage or disposal
facility under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended (RCRA).
The above facility is subject to financial responsibility requirements as
provided in 40 CFR 265 Subpart H.

Please submit the Auditor's Report on examination of the financial statements
for the latest completed fiscal year as it was not enclosed with your
March 23, 1984, letter. Please forward this report within 30 days to:

RCRA Activities

Attn: Financial Requirements
c/o Goldie E. Seals

P.0. Box A3587

Chicago, I11inois 60690

If additional information is required, please contact Goldie E. Seals, of
my staff, at (312) 353-1429.

Sincerely,

WiTliam H. Miner, Chief
Technical, Permits and Compliance Section




JUL 18 1384 5HW-13

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Robert A. Macfarlane
Secretary and Associate
General Counsel
The Stanley Works
hew Britain, Connecticut 08050

Re: Stanley Tools - Fowlervilie
MID099124299

Dear Mr. Macfarlane:

The above named facility 1s a hazardous waste treatment, storage or disposal
facility under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended (RCRA).
The above facility is subject to financial responsibility requirements as
provided in 40 CFR 265 Subpart H,

Please submit the Auditor's Report on examination of the financial statements
for the Tatest completed fiscal year as it was not enclosed with your
March 23, 1984, letter. Please forward this report within 30 days to:

RCRA Activities

Attn: Financial Requirements
c¢fo Goldie E. Seals

P.0. Box A3587

Chicago, I11inois 60690

If additional information is required, please contact Goldie E. Seals, of
my staff, at (312) 353-1429,

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY
WILLIAM H. MINER

William H. Miner, Chief
Technical, Permits and Compliance Section

bgcy T. Golz
0. Warnsley
M. Villarreal

5HW-13:GESEALS:ap:3-1429:7-17-84
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Attachment D
Insgectian Priorities For 2CRA Iaterim Stztus Finencial Responsibility
Requirements

255.140(c) Is this a State or Federal Facility? N o

253.132(a) Is the writien closure cost estimate available? yes
255.144(a) s the writtan post-closura cost estimate availatle? Y es
253.132fc) Have any rayisions bean made o the c¢losure/post- e
253.12202) «¢losure cost estimatas wnicn incre3sa the cost of
clasurs/post-ciasura?

255.142(d) Have the closure/post-closure cost estimatas bean .

= A 5 = [ PP + A ’ ylf
263.144(d) revisad to raflect the increased cost of closure/ '

pest-closure?

253.142(n} Have the closure/post-cliosura cost estimates bean updatad
2585.144{b) to the current year by either racalcylating the cost estmiatas
or using an inflatian factor derived from the most recant
Implicit Prics Defiator from the U.S. Department of Commerce?
Nota: The annual Implicit Prica Deflator covers the period
from April 1987 to April 1288 (for example) and can
be cbtained from the Commerce Department Library in
e Chicage, (312) 353-4450.
1980 - 85.7 1984 - 108.1
1981 - ©7.0 1985 - 111.7
1832 - 10C.0 base year 1985 - 114.3
1583 - 103.8 1887 - li6.d
265.143 Which financial instrument{s) {5 used to assure closure/post- .
253,145 c¢losure cars ¢osts?
fosura Post-Clasurs
[+ Trust Fund * i Trust Fund *
| | Sursty dond™ | | Surezy Bonc~™
| Lettar of Crediz* I Lﬂ**ar of Crazit™
{1 Insurance* | I Insuranca®
> Financial Test > Financial Tes:
t Carporate Guarantas || Corporata Guarantae
253.142(F} T T Comdination of abaove* . 1 Ccmoinatiaon of above™
253.135( 7} Specify: Spacify:

- — . . . — N mm Fmm moelo s
255.123(2) T 7 One instrument for muitiole 7 One iasfrument Tor muitiIis
263,145(q} facilitiag facilicies

sgecity: specity:



LTARILITY

2.

Has the awner or operator usad one instrument for financial )Vzgﬁ
assurance of both closure and post-closure care? -

Does the amount of the financial assuranca instrument{s) equal /}Qf:;
or exczed the current closura/pest-closure cost estimatas?

Has the State assumed responsibility for the facility's
compliance with closure/pest-closure carz requirements? Y

REQUIREMENTS

253.147(a)

2563.147(a)

255.147(9)

265.147(%)

Does the ownar or aperator have coverage for sudden accidental
gccurrencas in an amount of at least S1 millien per ocgurrencs

with an annual aggragata of at least S2 miliion, exclusive aof
legal defanse costs?

Vs

What 1s the method of coverage?

Insurance

|

r—

| | Hazardous Yaste Facility Endorsasment, or
\

Cartificate of Liabiiity Insurance

% Financial test

Corporate Guarantee

o

Combination of financial fesi or corporats guarantee
and insurance ’

Does the owner or operator of a surface impoundment, landfill,

or land treatment faciiity wnich is used to manage hazardous

wasta have coverage for nonsudden accidental occurrences in the
amount of at Teast $3 millien per occurrence with an annual
aggragatz of at least %6 million, exclusive of legal defense cosTs?

What is the method of coverage?

I Insuranca

|

Hazardeous Wasta Facility Liability Endcrsement, o

1l

|

Certificate of Liability Insurancs
inancial test

COI"‘,‘JO rata guarantae

EpER

Ccombination of financial test or
corporate quarantae and insuranca



3.

265.147(e) After recaiving final closure certifications from the owner or /¢2£§
gperator and an independant registered professianal anginear, has ah
the Director notified the owner ar gperator in writing that the
gwner or operator is no longer required to maintain liability
cgverage?

253.1%0  Has the Stata assumed rasponsibility for the owner's or gperatar's
compiiance with the liability requirements for sudden and/or nonsudasn A
accidental occurrancas?

Decending on the division of responsidility bewween the disirict officas and

tag ca2ngral ortica 1n Linsing, tne 731lowing mav aooly o a (Lol inspection:

253.1423  Does the wording of all financial instrument{s) match that e

253.145 in 264.151 and identify the irector of MDNR rather than the
U.S. EPA Regional Administrator?

R 265.143(a)

Are the closure/post-closura cost estimates calculatad according to 7
265.14%{a) Federal and State requirements?

265.143  Have the procedures regarding the financial instrument{s) been
263.145 foll owed?




The Stanlepy Works
Hew Britoin, Qonnectiont
DEOSO

ROBERT A. MACFARLANE
SECRETARY and

ASSOCTATE GENERAL COUNSEL

March 23, 1984

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus
EPA Region V
Federal Building

230 South Dearborn _ qql‘z"’ 16?'7

Chicago, Illinois 60604 o - £3
vl » FaA]
Dear Mr. Adamkus: "1 ]”bﬁf’ﬂl

I enclose herewith the following:

l. A letter signed by the Chief Financial Officer of
The Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the
financial test to demonstrate financial responsibility for
liability coverage for sudden and non-sudden accidental
occurrences, closure and/or post-closure care as specified
in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265.

2. A copy of the Annual Report of The Stanley Works for
the latest completed fiscal year containing a certified public
accountant's report on examination of the financial statements
of The Stanley Works.

3. A special report from our independent certified public
accountants stating that the data cited in the letter from the
Chief Financial Officer and specified as having been derived
from the independently audited year-end financial statements
for the latest fiscal year have been compared with the amounts
in such financial statements and that, in connection with the

no matter came to the accountant's attention which

procedure
caused hlﬁ%{iEquE?ﬂe%pE? he specified data should be adjusted.

Very truly yours,

MAR 2719
WASTE MANAGEMENT - Y <——
BRANCH - 1/"5 = Z

il /

/

RAM:jdg



The Stonlep Works
Wow Writain, Gunrertiont
AB0E0

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus

EPA Region V

Federal Building

220 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Adamkus:

1 am the Chief Financial Officer of The Stanlevy Works,
195 Lake Street, New Britain, CT. This letter is in support
of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial
responsibility for liability coverage for sudden and non-
sudden accidental occurrences, closure and/or post-closure
care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265.

The owner or operator identified above is the owner or
operator of the following facilities for which liability
coverage is being demonstrated through the financial test
specified in SBubpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265:

Sudden and Non-Sudden Accidental Occurrences
Stanley Tools - Fowlerville
EPA ID# MID0O99124299
425 Frank Street
Fowlerville, Michigan 48836

sSudden Accidental Occurrences
The Stanley Works - New Britain
EPA ID# CTDO10170363
195 Lake Street
New Britain, Connecticut 06050

1. The owner or operator identified above owns or operates
the following facility for which financial assurance or closure
or post-closure care is demonstrated through the financial test
specified in Subpart H of 40 CPFR Parts 264 and 265. The current
closure and/or post-closure cost estimates covered by the test
are:

Stanley Tools - Fowlerville
EPA ID# MID099124299
Closure Cost $205,620

2. The owner or operator identified above guarantees
through the corporate guarantee specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR
Parts 264 and 265, the closure and post-closure care of the
following facilities owned or operated by its subsidiaries. The
current cost estimates for closure or post-closure care so
guaranteed are shown for each facility: None



3. 1In the States where EPA is not administering the
financial requirements of Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 2865,
this owner or operator is demonstrating financial assurance for
the closure or post-closure care of the following facility
through the use of a test equivalent or substantially equivalent
to the financial test gpecified in Subpart H or 40 CFR Parts 264
and 265. The current closure and/or post-closure cost egtimates
covered by such a test are:

The Stanley Works - New Britain
EPA ID# CTD0O90170363
Closure Cost - $95, 000

4. The owner or operator identified above owns or operates
the following hazardous waste management facilities for which
financial assurance for closure or, if a disposal facility, post-~
closure care, is not demonstrated either to EPA or a State
through the financial test for any other financial assurance
mechanism specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265 or
equivalent or substantially eguivalent State mechanisms. The
current closure and/or post-closure cost estimates not covered
by such financial assurance are shown for each facility. None

This owner or operator is required to file a Form 10K with
the Securities and Exchange Commission {SEC) for the latest fiscal
year.

The fiscal year of this owner or operator ends on the
Saturday closest to December 31st. The figures for the following
items marked with an asterisk are derived from this owner's or
operator's independently audited, vear-end financial statements for
the latest completed fiscal yesar, ended December 31, 1983.

1. Sum of current closure and post-closure cost
estimates (total of all cost estimates listed
above) 8 300,620
2. Amount of annual aggregate liability coverage
to be demonstrated $ 10,000,000
3. Some of lines 1 and 2 % 10,300,620
*4., Total liabilities $268,135,000

*5. Tangible net worth $425,608,000




*6.

*7.

*8.

*10.

*11.

13.

14,

*15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Net Worth

Current assets

Current liabilities

Net working capital (line 7 minus line 8)

The sum of net income plus depreciation,
depletion and amortization

Total assets in U. S.

Is line 5 at least 810 million?
Is line 5 at least 6 times line 37
Is line 9 at least 6 times line 3?

Are at least 90% of assets located in
the 17.5.7

Is line 11 at least & times line 37

Is line 4 divided by line 6 less than
2.07?

Is line 10 divided by line 4 greater
than 0.17

Is line 7 divided by line 8 greater
than 1.57?

$435,431,000

$403,589,000

$146,652,000

$256,937,000

$ 88,391,000

$557,652,000

Yes No

I hereby certify that the wording of this letter is identical
to the wording specified in 40 CFR 264.151(g) as such regulations
were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

F, Iy
N\ A \

N -
{/) (

;-‘3 \:‘} '_\j ‘.\_. '\,_, | b, - \A -

7//%«%% 23y

Date

/

J.” Spencer Gould
Vice President,

Finance



E}f HSt &Whiﬂney One Constitution Plaza

Hartford, Connecticut 06103

203/247-3100

The Stanley Works

145 Lake Street

New Britain, Connecticut
06050

We have read the letter to the Environmental Protection
Agency dated March 23, 1984 from the chief financial
officer of The Stanley Works submitted in support of the
use 0f the financial test to demonstrate financial re-
sponsibility for liability coverage and closure and/or
post-closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR
Parts 264 and 265, and have compared the data therein
specified as having been derived from the independently
audited financial statements of The Stanley Works for
the fiscal vyear ended December 31, 1983 with the amounts
in such financial statements.

In connection with that procedure, nothing came to our
attention that caused us to believe that the specified

data should be adjusted.

Hartford, Connecticut
March 23, 1984



L AR 09728549
NID 099 124 297

The Stanlep Works
Wew Britain, Qonnectient
U050
RoBERT A. MACFARLANE
May 20, 1983

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus
EPA Region V
230 South Dearborn

Chicago, Illinois 60604 ~ P M

Dear Mr. Adamkus:

I enclose herewith the following:

1. A letter signed by the Chief Financial Officer of The
Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the fi-
nancial test to demonstrate financial responsibility for
liability coverage for non-sudden accidental occurrences
as specified in sub-part H of 40 CFR, Parts 264 and 265;

2. A copy of the Annual Report of The Stanley Works for the
latest completed fiscal year containing a certified public
accountant's report on examination of the financial state-
ments of The Stanley Works;

3. A special report from our independent certified public
accountants stating that the data cited in the letter from
the Chief Financial Officer and specified as having been
derived from the independently audited year end financial
statements for the latest fiscal year have been compared
with the amounts in such financial statements and that, in
connection with that procedure, no matter came to the
accountant's attention which caused him to believe that
the specified data should be adjusted.

‘Veryﬁtfﬁly yours,

A\

RAM/aem /A



The Stanley Works

Wetn Britain, ourectiog
OBEOED

May 20, 1983

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus

EPA Region V

230 south Dearborn
Chicago, Illinoils 60604

Pear Mr. Adamkus:

I am the Chief Pinancial Officer of The Stanley Works,
195 Lake Street, New Britain, Connecticut. This letter is in
support of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial
responsibility for liability coverage for non-sudden acoidental
sccurrences as specified in subpart H of 40 CFR, Parts 264 and
265,

The owner or operator identified above is the owner or
operator of the following facility for which liability coverage
is being demonstrated through the financial test specified in
subpart H of 40 CFR, Parts 264 and 265.

Hand Tools ~ Fowlerville
EPA ID #MID099124299

42% Frank Street
Fowlerville, Michigan 48836

This owner or operator is required to file a Form 10-K
with the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) for the latest
fiscal vear.

The fiscal year of this owner or operator ends on the
Sunday closest to December 31. The figures for the following
items marked with an asterisk are derived from this owner's or
operator's independently audited, year-end financial statements
for the latest completed fiscal year ended January 2, 1983.

1. Amcunt of Annual Aggregate Liability Coverage

to be demonstrated. S 6,000,000
*#2, Current Assets, 369,838,000
®¥3 Current Liabilities 129, 489,000
4. Net Working Capital (Line 2 minus Line 3}, 240,349,000

*5. Tangible Net Worth 385,158,000



*6. If less than 90% of assets are located
the U.S8., give total U.S. Assets.

7. Is Line 5 at least $10,000,0007?
8. Is Line 4 at least 6 times Line 1?

9. Is Line 5 at least 6 times Line 1%

*10. Are at least 90% of assets located in U.S.7?

If not, complete Line 11.

11. Is Line 6 at least 6 times Line 17

I hereby certify that the wording of this letter is

in

$490, 932,000

YES
X
.
..

g

NO

identical to the wording specified in 40 CFR 264.151 (g) as such
regulations were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

DATE: May 20, 1983

J./Spencer Gould

Chief Financial Officer and
Vice President-Finance



Ef HSE &Whlﬂﬁey One Constitution Plaza

Hartford, Connecticut 06103

203/247-3100

The Stanley Works
195 Lake Street
New Britain, Connecticut 08050

We have read the letter to the FEnvironmental Protection
Agency dated May 20, 1983 from the chief financial cfficer
of The Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of

the financial test to demonstrate Ffinancial responsibility
for liability coverage for non-sudden accidental occcurrences
as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, and
have compared the data therein specified as having been
derived from the independently audited financial statements
of The Stanley Works for the fiscal vyear ended January 2,
1983 with the amounts in such financial statements.

In connection with that procedure, nothing came to our

attention that caused us to believe that the specified
data should be adjusted.

Hartford, Connecticut
May 20, 1983



TO_:

CC:

STANLEY I&&'ER-OFF!CE CQRRESPONDENQQ

Mr. A, M. Stock FoRM ass - L DATE August 4, 1982
Mr. E. A. Carpentier SUBJECT: Tools - Fowlerville

Mrs D. M. Yarema Pollution Control

Mr. D. C. Young Financial Liability Assurance
Mike,

Enclosed are copies of the letters sent to the E.P.A.'s Region V Regional
Administrator, Mr. Valdez Adamkus on July 8, 1982. One letter demonstrates financial
respon51b111ty, (assurance) for 11ability coverage, and closure and/or post—closure
care using the Financial Test in *accordance with subpart H of Title 40CFR parts 264
and 265, The other is one from an independent certified public accountant statlng
that the data cited in the letter demonstrating financial responsibility is in

agreement with his audit. Also sent but not enclosed is a copy of the Annual Report
of the Stanley Works.

The letter demonstrating financial responsibility was actually due on July 6th

“but due to a misinterpretation at Mr. MacFarlane's office, the letter was sent out

2 days later.

Please keep these copies on file at your plant.

mzz‘m:g/xf‘zm:b

William J. Guerrera
‘Stanley Laboratory

jg




The Stanlep Works
e Britain, Connerticnt
OEOGH

RoBERT A. MACFARLANE
SECRETARY and

ASSOCIATE GENERAL COUNSEL

July 8, 1982

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus

EPA Region V

230 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Adamkus:
I enclose herewith the following:

l. a letter signed by the chief financial officer of The
Stanley Works submitted in support of the use of the
financial test to demonstrate financial responsibility
for liability coverage and closure and/or post-closure
care as specified in subpart H of 40CFR parts 264 and
265:

/ 2. a copy of the Annual Report of The Stanley Works for

| the latest completed fiscal year containing a certified
public accountant's report on examination of the finan-
cial statements of The Stanley Works;

2. a special report from our independent certified public
accountants stating that the data cited in the letter
from the chief financial officer and specified as hav-
ing been derived from the independently audited year-
end financial statements for the latest fiscal year
have been compared with the amounts in such financial
statements and that, in connection with that procedure,
no matter came to the accountant's attention which
caused him to believe that the specified data should
be adjusted.

Very truly yours,

RAM/aem

Enc.




The Stanlep Works

IWers Britain, Qommecting
OBOSH

July 8, 1982

Mr. Valdaz Adamkus

EPA Region V

230 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Adamkus:

I am the chief financial officer of The Stanley Works,
195 Lake Street, New Britain, Connecticut, This letter is in
support of the use of the financial test to demonstrate financial
responsibility for liability coverage and closure and/or post-
closure care as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
265,

1. The owner or operator identified above owns or oper-
ates the following facilities for which financial assurance for
closure is demonstrated through the financial test specified in
Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265. The current closure and/or
post-closure cost estimates covered by the test are shown for each
facility:

(a) Hand Tools - Fowlerville
EPA ID# MID099124299
Closure Cost - $185,000
Regional Administrator
Mr. Valdaz Adamkus
Regional Administrator Address
EPA Region V
230 South Dearborn
Chicago, Illinois 60604

(b) The Stanley Works - New Britain
EPA ID# CTD010170363
Closure Cost - To be provided by R. C. Sprong
Regional Administrator
Mr. Lester A. Sutton
Regional Administrator Address
EPA Region I
Waste Management Division
Room 1903
JFK Building
Boston, Massachusetts 02203

2. The owner or operator identified above guarantees,
through the corporate guarantee specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR



Parits 264 and 265, the closure and post-closure care of the follow-
ing facilities owned or operated by its subsidiaries. The current
cost estimates for the closure or post-closure care sO guaranteed
are shown for each facility: None

3. In States where EPA is not administering the financial
requirements of Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265, this owner
or operator is demonstrating financial assurance for the closure
or post-closure care of the following facilities through the use
of a test eqguivalent or substantially equivalent to the financial
test specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265. The
current closure and/or post-closure cost estimates covered by
such a test are shown for each facility: None

4. The owner or operator identified above owns or
operates the following hazardous waste management facilities for
which financial assuvance for closure or, if a disposal facility,
post—-closure care 1s not demonstrated either to EPA or a State
through the financial test or any other financial assurance
maechanism specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265 ox
equivalent or substantially equivalent State mechanisms. The
current closure and/or post-closure cost estimates not covered
by such financial assurance are shown for each facility: HNone.

This owner or operator is required to file a Form 10-K
with the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) for the latest
fiscal vear.

The fiscal year of this owner or operator ends on the
Ssunday closest to December 31. The figures for the following
iems marked with an asterisk are derived from this owner's or
operator's independently audited, year-end financial statements
for the latest completed fiscal year ended January 3, 1982.

1. 8um of current closure and post-closure cost
estimates (total of all cost estimates listed
above) S 365,000

2. Amount of annual aggregate liability coverage

to be demonstrated 4,000,000
3. Sum of lines 1 and 2. 4,365,000
*4, Total liabilities 282,371,000
*5. Tangible net worth 381,767,000

*5. Net Worth
*7. Current assets
*3., Current liabilities

9. Net working capital (line 7 minus line 8)

384,09%,000

418,124,000

165,521,000

248,603,000




*¥10. The sun of net income plus depreciation,

depletion and amortization. $ 83,946,000
*¥11, Total assets in U.S. 5 481,338,000
Yes Ho
12. is line 5 at least $10 million? X o
13. is line 5 at least 6 times line 37 X o
14, is line 9 at least 6 times line 37 X L
*15. Are at least 90% of assets located in the U.S.? X
16. is line 11 at least 6 times line 37 X o
17. is line 4 divided by line & less than 2.07? X ____
18. is line 10 divided by line 4 greater than 0.17? X o
18. is line 7 divided by line 8 greater than 1.5? X

I hereby certify that the wording of this letter is
identical to the wording specified in 40 CFR 264.151(g) as such
regulations were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

. o
e, e 4“..,411_ {:; o
s s S i
Gl hﬂﬁ%wﬁamwéxgw

J..Bpencer Gould
Vice President, Finance




i One Constitution Plaza
ErnSt &Whiﬁn@y Hartford, Connecticut 06103

203/247-3100

The Stanley WOrks
195 Lake Streetl
New Britain, Connec

Environmental Protection

the chief financial officer
in support of the use of

of The Stanley Worl te fiﬁgncial responsibility
the financial test,gure and/or post-closure

for liability €OvVey of 40 CFR Parts 264 and
care as specified ¢ therein specified as having
265, and have COMPgently audited financial

been derived £romy. for the fiscal year ended

statements of The +s in such financial state-
January 3, 1982 w

We have read the 1
Agency dated July ?

- ments.

) _edure, nothing came to our
In connection wifgglieve that the specified data

akttention that <3

should be adjusts

Hartford, Connel
July 8, 1982




